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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The Food Stamp Program (FSP) provides millions of Americans with the means to purchase food for 
a nutritious diet. The FSP is the largest of the 15 domestic food and nutrition assistance programs 
administered by the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Food and Consumer Service (FCS). In an 
average month in fiscal year 1993, the FSP served approximately 27.0 million persons. This report 
presents the characteristics of food stamp households nationwide in summer (July and August) 1993 
based on FSP household data for those two months collected by FCS for quality control purposes. 


FSP Participation and Costs 


In each month of summer 1993, the FSP provided benefits to an average of 27.3 million persons 
living in 10.9 million households across the United States. The total cost for the program over fiscal 
year 1993 was $23.7 billion, $22.0 billion of which were for food stamp benefits. The average monthly 
food stamp benefit per household in summer 1993 was $170. Compared with summer 1992, the level 
of FSP participation increased 6 percent, and FSP benefit costs increased approximately 5 percent. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households and Participants 


In summer 1993, slightly over half of all food stamp participants were children, 42 percent were 
nonelderly adults, and 7 percent were elderly persons. About 60 percent of the children were school 
age, and two-thirds of the adults were women. 


Almost all (91 percent) of the food stamp households lived in poverty, according to the 1993 poverty 
guidelines issued by the Department of Health and Human Services (see appendix D). Food stamp 
benefits were concentrated among poorer households: while the gross income of 42 percent of all 
food stamp households was less than or equal to half of the poverty guideline, they received 57 
percent of all benefits. If the value of food stamps is included as income, 7 percent of all food stamp 
households moved above the poverty guideline as a result of receiving food stamps, and 26 percent 
moved from below to above half of the poverty guideline. 


Of all food stamp households, 82 percent contained either a child or an elderly or disabled person, 
and these households received 89 percent of all benefits. Households with children received a 
relatively large average monthly food stamp benefit ($224), reflecting their relatively large average 
household size (3.4 persons, compared with 2.6 persons on average overall). Most of the food stamp 
households with children were single-parent households, and the majority of these single-parent 
households received support from Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC). About one- 
quarter of food stamp households with children had earned income; 19 percent of single-parent 
households and 49 percent of multiple-adult households with children had earnings. 


Almost three-quarters (72 percent) of food stamp households with an elderly member consisted of 
an elderly person living alone. These individuals received an average benefit of $45. The average 
food stamp benefit for all households containing an elderly person was $66, reflecting their smaller- 
than-average household size. 


xili 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households Also Receiving AFDC or GA Benefits 


In an average month in fiscal year 1993, approximately 5 million food stamp households (47 percent 
of the entire food stamp caseload) received public assistance benefits from either the Aid to Families 
With Dependent Children (AFDC) program or the General Assistance (GA) program. These 
households had an average gross monthly income of $474 and received an average food stamp benefit 
of $170 per month. 


Almost 40 percent of food stamp households received AFDC benefits. Compared with other food 
stamp households, FSP/AFDC households were poorer and they received higher food stamp benefits. 
On average, FSP/AFDC households had a gross income that was 49 percent of the poverty guideline 
and they received a monthly food stamp benefit of $232. In contrast, other food stamp households 
had an average gross income that was 61 percent of the poverty guideline and received an average 
monthly food stamp benefit of $129. 


Almost all FSP/AFDC households contained children (98 percent) and most (75 percent) were single- 
mother households with children. Single-mother food stamp households that also participated in the 
AFDC program are currently of particular interest not only because they make up a considerable 
percentage of the FSP caseload, but also because they are central to the welfare reform debate. On 
average, these households had a gross monthly income of $457, and they received a monthly AFDC 
benefit of $368. They also received an average food stamp benefit of $224 each month. 


Approximately 8 percent of the food stamp caseload received GA benefits, and these households 
received an average GA benefit of $233. FSP/GA households had an average gross income of $348 
per month, and they received an average monthly food stamp benefit of $120, reflecting their small 
sizes. Almost 80 percent of FSP/GA households contained an adult living alone, and in the majority 
of these households the adult was male. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 


The Food Stamp Program (FSP) is a central component of America’s antipoverty program. The 
major purpose of the FSP is "to permit low-income households to obtain a more nutritious diet . . . by 
increasing their purchasing power" (The Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, P.L. 95-113). The 
FSP is the largest of the domestic food and nutrition assistance programs administered by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture’s Food and Consumer Service (FCS). During fiscal year 1993, the FSP 
served approximately 27.0 million persons in an average month at a total annual cost of $23.7 billion. 


The FSP is the only low-income assistance program that is made available nationwide to essentially 
all financially needy households without imposing nonfinancial categorical criteria, such as whether 
households contain children or elderly persons. The FSP is also unique in that it provides benefits 
in the form of coupons. Food stamp coupons can be redeemed for food in any of over 200,000 
authorized stores across the Nation. 


The Federal Government and State and local governments share the costs and administration of the 
FSP. The U.S. Congress authorizes the FSP and appropriates necessary funds, while the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture establishes FSP regulations pursuant to the Food Stamp Act of 1977 as 
amended. FCS administers the FSP nationally, while State and local welfare agencies operate the 
program locally. The Federal Government fully funds the benefits of the FSP. Administrative costs 
are shared by the cooperating agencies, with FCS usually paying 50 percent of the costs. 


Since food stamps are available to all persons who meet the income and resource standards set by 
Congress, the FSP serves a broad spectrum of needy persons. Using FSP household data, which FCS 
periodically collects for quality control review purposes, FCS produces a series of reports (see 
appendix K for list of titles) that present food stamp household characteristics to enhance an 
understanding of those served by the program. This report presents a picture of households and 
individuals participating in the FSP in summer 1993. 


Chapter 2 provides an overview of the FSP and the regulations used to determine eligibility and food 
stamp benefits, as well as the factors that affect program participation and costs, such as legislative 
changes and trends in the national economy. Chapter 3 describes the characteristics of individuals 
and households participating in the FSP in summer 1993. Chapter 4 looks at the characteristics of 
food stamp households also receiving AFDC or GA benefits in fiscal year 1993. The appendices 
include supplemental tables, detailed tabulations of household characteristics for the Nation and by 
State, and a brief description of the sample design and the sampling error associated with the 
estimates. 





CHAPTER 2: AN OVERVIEW OF THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM 


The characteristics of food stamp households and the level of FSP participation change over time in 
response to economic and demographic trends and to legislative changes in eligibility requirements. 
This chapter begins by explaining FSP eligibility requirements, application procedures, benefit 
computation, and food stamp issuance. The chapter then describes how the program changed from 
summer (July and August) 1992 to summer 1993 and concludes with a summary of program 
participation and costs and their relationship to the economy in fiscal year 1993. 


PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS 


The Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, establishes uniform national eligibility standards for the 
FSP and defines the basic FSP unit, the "household." The eligibility criteria include gross and net 
income limits, an asset limit, and various nonfinancial criteria. Some exceptions to these uniform 
standards exist for certain high-cost areas, such as Alaska and Hawaii, and for certain individuals such 
as elderly persons (age 60 and over) and disabled persons. Below, we discuss the FSP’s definition 
of a household and its eligibility criteria. 


The Household 


In general, individuals who live in a residential unit and purchase and prepare food together 
constitute a household as defined in the FSP. The income and assets of each household member are 
aggregated to determine eligibility and benefits. Individuals who live together in a residential unit 
but do not purchase and prepare food together can apply as separate household units; thus, their 
income and assets are considered separately in eligibility and benefit determinations, with some 
exceptions. Special provisions allow elderly and disabled persons who cannot prepare and purchase 
food because of a substantial disability to apply as a separate household as long as the gross monthly 
income of the remainder of their residential unit is less than 165 percent of the official Federal 
Government poverty guidelines.! Groups that were always considered one household in fiscal year 
1993 regardless of their food purchasing and preparation arrangements included married couples, 
parents and their minor children, childless individuals living with their nonelderly parents, and 
childless nonelderly individuals living with their childless nonelderly siblings. 


Income Eligibility Standards 


Monthly income is the most important determinant of a household’s FSP eligibility. The majority of 
households that apply for food stamps must meet two income eligibility standards--a gross income 
standard and a net income standard. As defined in the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, gross 
income includes most cash income (with the exception of specific types of income such as loans) and 
excludes most noncash income, or in-kind benefits. The specific standards are identified below. 


1Federal Government poverty guidelines for many assistance programs are established annually 
by the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 
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First, the gross monthly income of all households without an elderly or disabled member must be at 
or below 130 percent of the poverty guideline ($1,512 for a family of four in the contiguous United 
States in fiscal year 1993). Households that contain elderly and disabled members are not subject to 
the gross income test. Second, all households must meet a net income eligibility standard, defined 
as net monthly income at or below 100 percent of the poverty guideline ($1,163 for a family of four 
in the contiguous United States in fiscal year 1993). Net income is determined by subtracting 
deductions permitted under the FSP from monthly gross income. Both the gross and net income 
eligibility standards are established for various household sizes (appendices D and E). Households 
are exempt from these income tests, as well as the asset test, if all members of a household receive 
Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) income, State General Assistance (GA), or 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI). 


The FSP deducts the following from a household’s gross monthly income to arrive at the net monthly 
2 
income“: 


¢ Standard deduction. All households automatically received a standard deduction 
equal to $127 in the contiguous United States and the District of Columbia in fiscal 
year 1993. The standard deduction for outlying States and territories varies to 
reflect price differences between these areas and the contiguous United States 
(appendix F). The standard deduction amounts are adjusted annually to reflect 
changes in the cost of living. 


° [Earned income deduction. Households with earnings receive an earned income 
deduction equal to 20 percent of the combined earnings of household members. 


¢ Dependent-care deduction. Households with dependents receive a dependent-care 
deduction for expenses involved in caring for children and other dependents while 
household members work, seek employment, or go to school. The maximum 
dependent-care deduction for households with dependents was $160 per dependent 
per month in fiscal year 1993. 


¢ Medical deduction. A medical deduction is available only to households that 
contain elderly or disabled members. These households can deduct all medical 
costs incurred by the elderly or disabled person that exceed $35. Medical expenses 
reimbursed by insurance or government programs are not deductible. If a 
household contains more than one disabled or elderly person, then it can deduct 
the combined medical expenses for those disabled or elderly persons that exceed 
each elderly or disabled person’s initial $35 expense. 


¢ Excess shelter expense deduction. All households are entitled to an excess shelter 
expense deduction equal to shelter costs (such as rent, mortgage payments, utility 


*There is a distinction between a household’s deduction entitlement and the amount actually used 
to compute food stamp benefits. The entitlement is the deduction that a household would receive 
on the basis of its earned income and dependent-care, shelter, and medical expenses if the total of 
these allowable deductions was less than its gross income. Because net income cannot be less than 
zero, households with total deductions greater than their gross incomes could only claim a portion 
of their deduction entitlement. 


bills, property taxes, and insurance) that exceed 50 percent of a household’s 
countable income after all other potential deductions are subtracted from gross 
income. This deduction is subject to a limit except for households that contain 
elderly or disabled members, which are entitled to subtract the full value of shelter 
costs that exceed 50 percent of their adjusted income. The limit on the excess 
shelter expense deduction for households without elderly or disabled members for 
fiscal year 1993 was $200 for the contiguous United States and the District of 
Columbia. The excess shelter expense deduction for outlying States and territories 
varies to reflect price differences between these areas and the contiguous United 
States (appendix F). The deduction limit is adjusted annually to reflect changes in 
the cost of housing. 


Assets 

The second most important determinant of FSP eligibility is a household’s assets. Most households 
are permitted up to $2,000 in countable assets; however, households that contain elderly persons are 
allowed up to $3,000. Countable assets include cash, assets that can easily be converted into cash 
(such as money in checking or savings accounts, savings certificates, stocks or bonds, and lump-sum 
payments), and nonliquid resources. However, selected pieces of property such as family homes, tools 
of a trade, or business property used to earn income are not counted. Assets also do not include 
vehicles used to produce income or to transport disabled persons. Vehicles not used for these 
purposes are counted in the following way: for the first vehicle and vehicles used to commute to 


work, any fair market value exceeding $4,500 is counted; for all other vehicles, the higher of either 
any fair market value in excess of $4,500 or any equity is counted. 


Nonfinancial Eligibility Standards 
While the FSP does not impose categorical eligibility standards, some specific nonfinancial restrictions 
are placed on the participation of aliens, students, strikers, and persons who are institutionalized. In 
addition, able-bodied food stamp participants are required to register for work and accept suitable 
employment. The following individuals are exempt from this work registration requirement: 

¢ Persons younger than age 16 or older than age 59 

¢ Persons who are physically or mentally disabled 

¢ Caretakers of dependent children younger than age 6 or of incapacitated adults 

¢ Persons who work at least 30 hours per week 

* Persons subject to the work requirements of the AFDC program 

¢ Persons who receive unemployment insurance 

¢ Persons ages 16 and 17 who are not household heads or who are attending school 


¢ Persons in drug addiction or alcoholic treatment and rehabilitation programs 


e Students enrolled in school at least half-time 


Since April 1987, most work registrants have been required to participate in State Employment and 
Training (E&T) programs, which provide work experience, educational programs, and job search 
training. Not all work registrants are required to participate in E&T programs, however. For 
example, States may exempt pregnant women and persons living in areas where E&T programs are 
not available. 


APPLICATION PROCEDURES 


To apply for food stamps, individuals are required to appear in person at their local food stamp 
offices. However, elderly and disabled persons and persons who have transportation problems can 
be interviewed by telephone or at their homes. All States must allow individuals to apply for food 
stamps when they apply for AFDC. Individuals applying for SSI benefits can simultaneously apply 
for food stamps. 


The Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, requires that local offices process applications for food 
stamps within 30 days after their receipt. However, households without significant income or 
resources can receive expedited food stamp eligibility verification and acquire food stamp benefits 
within 5 calendar days after they apply. Those eligible for expedited service include (1) homeless 
persons, (2) migrant or seasonal farm workers with assets equal to or less than $100, (3) households 
with gross income equal to or less than $150 and assets equal to or less than $100, and (4) households 
with shelter costs that exceed their gross income and assets combined. 


FSP participants are required to appear in person at their local food stamp offices periodically for 
recertification. The certification period varies according to the likelihood of a change in a food stamp 
household’s financial circumstances. In summer 1993, a food stamp household was certified for food 
stamps for an average of 10 months. 


BENEFIT COMPUTATION 


After a household is certified for food stamps, its monthly food stamp benefit is computed on the 
basis of its net monthly income, the benefit reduction rate, and the maximum food stamp benefit for 
its household size and location. The maximum benefit to which a household is entitled is based on 
the June cost of the Thrifty Food Plan (TFP) for a family of four, adjusted for different household 
sizes and geographic areas outside the contiguous United States. The cost of the TFP is based on 
an economical and nutritious diet, adjusted for household size and composition. Maximum benefits 
are revised annually to reflect changes in the cost of the foods included in the TFP. As specified in 
the Food Stamp Act of 1977, as amended, the maximum benefit was 100 percent of the TFP through 
1988, 100.65 percent in 1989, 102.05 percent in 1990, and 103 percent in 1991 and 1992. In 1993 an 
additional amendment to the act required that maximum benefit amounts in 1993 in the continental 
U.S. remain constant at 1992 values despite a drop in the value of the TFP in June of 1992. Thus, 
in summer 1993 (and summer 1992), the maximum monthly benefit for a family of four in the 
contiguous U.S. was $370 (appendix G). 


The benefit reduction rate is the rate at which benefits are reduced for every additional dollar of net 
income. The benefit reduction rate is 30 percent, reflecting the assumption that a household will 
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spend 30 percent of its net income on food, and that the FSP will provide the difference between 
that amount and the maximum benefit. Thus, benefits are reduced by 30 cents for every additional 
dollar of net income. 


A household’s monthly food stamp benefit is computed by subtracting 30 percent of its net income 
from the maximum benefit. If a household has zero net income, it receives the maximum food stamp 
benefit. All eligible one- and two-person households are guaranteed a minimum benefit of at least 
$10 per month (except during the initial month of participation). For new participants, benefits are 
prorated for the first month. 


FOOD STAMP ISSUANCE 


Local and State food stamp offices use various systems to provide food stamp benefits to food stamp 
participants. The following are the four main methods of issuance: 


¢ ATP card system. An authorization to participate identification card (ATP card) 
is mailed to the participant each month; the participant then exchanges the card 
for food stamps at an authorized issuance office. 


° Mail system. State and local offices mail the food stamps directly to the 
participant. 


¢ Manual system. The FSP participant obtains food stamps directly from the food 
stamp office. 


¢ Electronic benefit transfer. The FSP participant receives a "debit" card, similar to 
a bank card, which is used when making food purchases at authorized retail stores. 
The household’s monthly benefit is electronically transferred to a benefit account 
created specifically for FSP benefits. When a purchase is made, the amount of the 
purchase is debited electronically from the household’s FSP account. 


PROGRAM CHANGES SINCE THE PREVIOUS FISCAL YEAR 


The following two pieces of legislation went into effect in fiscal year 1993 and had an impact on the 
FSP: 


¢ The Higher Education Amendments of 1992 (P.L. 102-325) excluded all Title IV 
payments and Bureau of Indian Affairs educational assistance from being counted 
as income when determining FSP eligibility and food stamp benefit amounts. 


e An amendment to the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (P.L. 102-351) prevented a 
reduction in maximum food stamp benefit allotments for 1993 despite a decrease 
in the value of the Thrifty Food Plan in 1992. 


FSP PARTICIPATION AND COSTS 


After declining steadily from 1983 to 1989, FSP participation increased substantially in the early 
1990s. As illustrated in Figure 2.1, FSP participation increased by 13 percent between 1990 and 1991, 
and by 12 percent between 1991 and 1992. In fiscal year 1993, FSP participation continued to 
increase, but at a slower rate than in 1991 and 1992. In 1993, the FSP served 27.0 million persons 
on average each month, a 6 percent increase from 1992. FSP participation has leveled off in 1994, 
serving almost the same number of persons in August 1994 (27.3 million) as in August 1993 (27.2 
million persons). 


The increase in FSP participation beginning in 1989 and continuing through 1993 was associated with 
the economic recession that began in 1990. Major economic indicators for most of this period portray 
a downturn in the economy (table 2.1). For example, the unemployment rate rose from 5.5 percent 
in 1989 to 7.4 percent in 1992, and the poverty rate increased from 12.8 percent in 1989 to 15.1 
percent in 1993. Similarly, growth in the Gross Domestic Product and productivity slowed through 
1992. However, the unemployment rate dropped slightly in 1993 (to 6.8 percent) and the Gross 
Domestic Product and productivity grew during 1992 and 1993, indicating improvements in the overall 
economy. Despite these improvements, however, FSP participation and poverty continued to rise 
during 1993, reflecting continued hardship for those with the lowest incomes. 


Along with FSP participation, FSP costs also rose between 1992 and 1993. The total cost of the FSP 
in 1993 was $23.7 billion, an increase of 5.5 percent over FSP costs in 1992. Total costs included $22 
billion dollars for benefits, $1.5 billion for State administrative costs, and $226 million for E&T 
program costs and other expenses. A substantial portion of the increase in costs was due to an 
increase of 5 percent in total FSP benefits. 


Figure 2.1 


Food Stamp Program Participants, Unemployed Persons, and Poor Persons 
(1983 - 1993) 


Millions 


Persons in poverty? 


FSP participants» 


Unemployed persons‘ 





83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 93 
Year 


a Source: Bureau of the Census, Poverty in the United States: 1993, Series P60-185 
b Source: Food and Consumer Service, Fiscal Years 1983-1993 FSP Participation and Issuance 
c Source: Economic Report of the President, February 1994, Table B-33 
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CHAPTER 3: CHARACTERISTICS OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS AND PARTICIPANTS 


The FSP serves the nutritional needs of a broad spectrum of low-income Americans.’ In each 


month in summer 1993, the FSP provided benefits to an average of 27.3 million persons living in 10.9 
million households.* Almost all food stamp households lived in poverty (according to the official 
Federal Government poverty guidelines used for program eligibility in fiscal year 1993). The vast 
majority of food stamp households contained either a child (under age 18), an elderly person (over 
age 59), or a disabled person. The average food stamp household received a monthly food stamp 
benefit of $170, had an average gross monthly income of $501 and an average net monthly income 
of $268, was entitled to an average total deduction of $262 a month, and had an average household 
size of 2.6 persons. This chapter elaborates on the economic status of food stamp households and 
discusses the composition of food stamp households, the characteristics of food stamp participants, 
and changes in the characteristics of food stamp households between summer 1992 and summer 1993. 


THE POVERTY STATUS OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS? 


The FSP provides benefits to households in need. As shown in table 3.1, the gross monthly income 
of 91 percent of food stamp households in summer 1993 was less than or equal to 100 percent of the 
Federal Government poverty guidelines (appendix E). The gross monthly income of two-thirds of 
all food stamp households was less than or equal to 75 percent of the poverty guideline, and the 
income of 42 percent of all food stamp households was less than or equal to 50 percent of the 
poverty guideline. 


The FSP effectively targets benefits to the most needy households. That is, poorer households 
receive larger food stamp benefits than do households with more income. As shown in table 3.1, 
while only 42 percent of all food stamp households had a gross monthly income below 51 percent of 
the poverty guideline, they received 57 percent of all benefits. In contrast, the households that had 
gross monthly income over the poverty guideline, which accounted for 9 percent of all food stamp 
households, received only 3 percent of all benefits. 


1The information discussed in this chapter and the estimates in appendix A are based on a sample 
of 9,504 households that participated in the FSP in summer 1993. The sample was drawn from food 
stamp households in the 50 States, the District of Columbia, Guam, and the Virgin Islands. 
Households in Puerto Rico and the Northern Mariana Islands were not included in the sample 
because Puerto Rico has its own Nutritional Assistance Program which replaced the FSP there in July 
1982, and the Northern Mariana Islands participate in another block grant program instead of the 
FSP. 


Based on the sample, 28.2 million persons were served by the FSP in summer 1993 (as presented 
in appendix A). This figure differs from the number of food stamp participants according to FCS 
administrative records, 27.3 million persons, because the sample estimate is weighted by households 
rather than by individuals (see appendix H). 


3For more information on the economic status of food stamp households, see appendix tables A-3 
through A-8. 
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Table 3.1--Distribution of Households and Benefits by the Poverty 
Guideline, Summer 1993 


Percentage of: 


Gross Income as a 
Percentage of Poverty Guideline* All Households All Benefits 





*Defined as the 1993 poverty thresholds published by the Department of 
Health and Human Services (see appendices D and E). 


’Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match the 
table total. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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To estimate the impact of food stamps on a household’s purchasing power, we can add the dollar 
value of the food stamps to household income and then examine the distribution of households by 
poverty status. As shown in table 3.2, the combination of cash and food stamps--an alternative 
measure of gross income that includes food stamp benefits--yields a significantly different distribution 
of food stamp households by poverty status. Specifically, the alternative measure of income 
sufficiently increased the income of food stamp households to move 7 percent of them above the 
poverty guideline. Food stamp benefits had an even greater impact on the poorest households, 
moving 26 percent of food stamp households above 50 percent of the poverty guideline. 


HOUSEHOLDS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS 


While the FSP does not restrict eligibility for food stamps to certain individuals, it effectively serves 
many households that contain persons with special needs--that is, children and elderly or disabled 
persons.> In summer 1993, 82 percent of all food stamp households contained either a child, an 
elderly person, or a disabled person. These households received 89 percent of all food stamp 
benefits. This section describes the characteristics of food stamp households containing children, 
elderly persons, or disabled persons. 


Households with Children 


In summer 1993, the FSP served approximately 14 million children each month, representing over 
half of all participants. Of all food stamp households, 62 percent contained children (table 3.3). 
Compared with other food stamp households, the ones that contained children received a relatively 
high average food stamp benefit of $224 per month (table 3.4). This relatively high benefit value 
primarily reflects the relatively large average size of food stamp households that contained children 
(3.4 persons). 


Children who received food stamps in summer 1993 tended to live in households headed by single 
parents and tended to receive AFDC benefits in addition to food stamp benefits. Of all food stamp 
households with children, 67 percent were headed by a single parent, representing almost half (42 
percent) of all food stamp households. Since the AFDC program serves predominantly single-parent 
families, a large percentage (74 percent) of these single-parent food stamp households also received 
AFDC. Approximately a fifth of the single-parent food stamp households had earnings. 


A substantial proportion (18 percent) of food stamp households contained multiple adults and 
children, representing 28 percent of all food stamp households with children.® The characteristics 
of multiple-adult households with children varied considerably from those of single-adult households 
with children. The average monthly food stamp benefit for single-adult households with children was 
lower than that of multiple-adult households with children ($212 versus $265) because of their smaller 
average household size (3.0 versus 4.6 persons). However, the average monthly per-person benefit 


4This comparison assumes that program participants value their food stamp benefits at face value. 


>Elderly persons and disabled persons represent two distinct groups. Elderly persons are persons 
age 60 years or older. Disabled persons are persons under age 60 who receive SSI. 


°In multiple-adult households with children, the second adult may not necessarily be a parent. 
He or she may be an adult child of the head, a grandparent, or even an unrelated member. 
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Table 3.2--Effect of Food Stamp Benefits on the Poverty Status of Food Stamp Households, 


Summer 1993 
Distribution of Households in 
Relation to Poverty Guideline 
Percentage of Poverty Based on Based on Cash 
Guideline?* Cash Only and Food Stamps 


BEC. rou 100% 100% 
Soa uelo 42 16 

Boop oduto a ae 50 68 
Pormo b akc 9 16 


*Defined as the 1993 poverty thresholds published by the Department of Health and Human Services 
(see appendices D and E). 














Change in 
Percentage Points 


Gross Income as a 


’Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not add to 100 percent. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


14 


00 
00 
00 


v'OE 
TE? 
bes 
Let 
vee 
9°9P 
T0 
TCI 
991 
6°87 
0'00T 


1U2010g 





Joqunn 


ISS 


Joquinn 


QOURISISSY [BJOUDZD 





‘gjdures Jonuog Ayyend dweig pooy ¢66] JewWUINS :s0;n0S 





‘WIAA SpjoyasnoH] 


€66] JouuMs ‘spjoyssnoy] unedioy1eg Jo so1jS119j}9818Y4D poj}d2]9g PUB UONIsOduI0D pjoyesnoy{--¢¢ 2148] 


. 


** pjoyesnoyy uosseg-ajdninyw 
**** ployssnoyy uosleg-a[8uis 
vs ssssess+ sproqasnozy 40q19 


quoly BuIA] ION 
"'** guopy 8ulAry 
soso sees porquarg 


Quoy SUIAIT 10N 
"'* guopy Bulary 
Corny utter uae PC) Apopyay 


reeeeeees JONG 


*** ppoyesnox anpy-2a[dninyw 
+++ ppoyasnoH INpy-e[3uls 


Dette tees eee ee) geuphag 
cc TY 

(000) 
1U20J2g anna WU2010g Os 1U2019g ue Joquiny ‘YUM ployesnoy 


15 


Table 3.4--Average Values of Selected Characteristics by Household Composition, 
Summer 1993 







Average Values 















Households With: Gross Monthly 
Monthly Food Stamp Household 
Income Benefit Size 
(Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) 







6) (0) 0/6 6.0 6 0) (6.0 © © 6)e 0 @ 6 ee 















Children rare ete rete 
Single-Adult Household .... 3.0 
Multiple-Adult Household 4.6 
OTS? Sonckoosooasnnoed 2.0 
Elderly 7. /.fiiccs1 wevansiets aewehoe one 1.4 
Eivinig Alone gesagt teteke ers 1.0 
Not Living Alone... .-..- 2.6 
Disabled 7%. scoters evel ceptor 2D 
LavingeAlone may. -yrenyee ial 1.0 
INotelivingyAlone srt 3.6 
Other Households? ......... v2 
Single-Person Household ... 1.0 


Multiple-Person Household . 





*Households not containing children, elderly persons, or disabled persons. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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was higher for persons in single-adult households with children compared with persons in multiple- 
adult households with children ($71 versus $58, respectively) because single-adult households were 
poorer. Single-adult households with children had substantially lower gross monthly incomes ($498 
versus $797). Of all multiple-adult households with children, 49 percent received income from 
earnings, 46 percent received AFDC, 60 percent received income from other sources, and 4 percent 
had no income from any source. Households with children constituted 82 percent of all food stamp 
households with earnings. 


Households With Elderly Persons 


In summer 1993, the FSP served 2.0 million elderly persons. Food stamp households containing 
elderly members represented 16 percent of all food stamp households. These households received 
an average food stamp benefit of $66 per month. 


Elderly persons who received food stamps tended to live alone, and thus received relatively small food 
stamp benefits. In summer 1993, 72 percent of all food stamp households with elderly members were 
single-person households. These single elderly participants received an average food stamp benefit 
of $45 per month compared with $120 in benefits for households with elderly persons not living 
alone. Elderly persons not living alone lived in households averaging 2.6 persons. 


Food stamp households that contained elderly persons tended to receive SSI and Social Security 
income. In summer 1993, 59 percent of all food stamp households with elderly members received 
SSI, 71 percent received Social Security, and 38 percent received both SSI and Social Security 
income. Food stamp households with elderly members represented 47 percent of food stamp 
households with SSI and 62 percent of food stamp households with Social Security income. 


Households With Disabled Persons 


In summer 1993, households that contained disabled persons represented 11 percent of all food stamp 
households. By definition, households with disabled members receive SSI’. In summer 1993, these 
households received an average monthly food stamp benefit of $114. 


Similar to households with elderly members, households containing a disabled person living alone 
received a lower average monthly food stamp benefit than did households that contained disabled 
persons not living alone ($50 compared with $164). Over 40 percent of all food stamp households 
that contained disabled persons were single-person households, while almost 60 percent were 
multiple-person households. Again, the difference in benefits between the two groups reflects 
differences in average household size. Disabled persons who did not live alone lived in households 
averaging 3.6 persons. 


7The FSP considers persons disabled if they receive disability income from either SSI, GA, Social 
Security, Railroad Retirement, or several other sources. Using the Food Stamp Quality Control 
sample, however, only persons receiving disability income from SSI are identifiable. Thus, disabled 
persons in this report are defined as persons who receive SSI, but are not elderly. 
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Other Households Served by the FSP 


The FSP serves other needy households besides those that contain children, elderly persons, or 
disabled persons. In summer 1993, 18 percent of all food stamp households consisted solely of one 
or more nonelderly, nondisabled adults. These households received an average food stamp benefit 
of $106 per month. They tended to be single-person households (84 percent) and represented the 
majority (69 percent) of households that received General Assistance (GA). 


Of all food stamp households in summer 1993, 32 percent consisted of individuals who lived alone. 
Because these households only contained one individual, the average monthly food stamp benefit was 
only $70. Most of these individuals (57 percent) were female, and 36 percent were elderly. 
Compared with all food stamp households, a relatively small proportion of food stamp participants 
living alone received earnings (7 percent), and a relatively high proportion had zero gross income (20 
percent). 


CHARACTERISTICS OF FSP PARTICIPANTS 


The FSP serves a broad spectrum of individuals. In summer 1993, more than half were children (less 
than 18 years old), 42 percent were nonelderly adults (between ages 18 and 59), and 7 percent were 
elderly persons.® Approximately 61 percent of the children served by the FSP were school age 
(between ages 5 and 17). Seventy-one percent of elderly adults and 68 percent of nonelderly adults 
were female. The majority (73 percent) of nonelderly adult food stamp participants lived in 
households with children--approximately half were single parents, and approximately half lived in 
households containing at least one other adult and one child. 


With the exception of certain groups of individuals, such as caretakers of small children and people 
working at least 30 hours a week, all able-bodied nonelderly adult food stamp participants are 
required to register for work and accept suitable employment as a condition of receiving food stamps. 
Similar to participants in the FSP, participants in other assistance programs also often are required 
to register for work. In summer 1993, 27 percent of all food stamp household heads were registered 
for work under the FSP or another assistance program.? Most (70 percent) food stamp household 
heads were exempt from work registration requirements--19 percent were disabled, 12 percent were 
younger or older than the required ages, 22 percent were the caretakers of a child or an incapacitated 
adult, 10 percent were already employed full time, and 8 percent were exempt for other reasons. 


®For more information on FSP participants and household heads, see appendix tables A-24 and 
A-27 through A-30. 


*Reports in this series prior to summer 1989 included as work registrants only persons required 
to register for work under the FSP; the summer 1989 through summer 1993 reports include as work 
registrants food stamp participants registered for work under the FSP and food stamp participants 
registered for the Job Opportunities and Basic Skills JOBS) program. For more information on the 
work registration status of food stamp participants and household heads, see appendix table A-29. 
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CHANGES IN THE CHARACTERISTICS OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS AND INDIVIDUALS 


The number of households receiving food stamps increased between summer 1992 and summer 1993 
by 7 percent.!° During this time, many of the characteristics of food stamp households remained 
constant or changed only slightly.!! For example, the percentage of households with children 
remained at 62 percent between summer 1992 and summer 1993, and the percentage of households 
with an elderly person increased only slightly from 15 percent to 16 percent. The percentage of 
households with only one member decreased from 34 percent to 32 percent, and the average size of 
food stamp households increased from 2.5 persons to 2.6 persons. The change in the percentage of 
households that were headed by a Hispanic person was more substantial, increasing from 13 percent 
to 16 percent. 


On average food stamp households were slightly better off financially in summer 1993 than in summer 
1992 (table 3.5). Both the average gross and average net incomes of food stamp households 
increased slightly in real dollars from summer 1992 to summer 1993, with both rising by approximately 
1 percent. In addition, the percentage of households with zero gross income fell from 10 percent to 
9 percent, while the percentage of households with zero net income remained constant at 23 percent. 
The percentage of households that had gross incomes that were below the poverty guideline declined 
from 92 percent to 91 percent. The percentage of households that had earned income rose slightly 
from 20 percent to 21 percent. 


Both the average food stamp benefit and the value of the maximum food stamp benefit, in real 
dollars, decreased by about 2 percent from summer 1992 to summer 1993. The percentage of 
households receiving the maximum benefit, however, remained constant over that time, as did the 
percentage of households receiving the minimum benefit. 


10For more information on trends in the characteristics of food stamp households, see appendix 
tables A-31 and A-32. 


1This analysis is based on cross-sectional samples from summer 1992 and summer 1993. Thus, 
whether changes in the characteristics of food stamp households reflect changes in the circumstances 
of continuing participants, of new participants, or both is not known. In addition, the differences may 
be the result of several factors including FSP legislation, changes in the economy, or changes in other 
social programs. 
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Table 3.5--Average Nominal and Real Values of Selected Characteristics, Summer 1992 and Summer 1993 


Nominal Values 








Real Values 








Selected 
Characteristics Summer Summer Percentage Summer Percentage 
1992 1993 Change 1993 Change 




















Average Gross Income® 


Per Houscholdueere-iperctet-ten +13 
Per. Personienrereisienennenes -0.2 
Average Net Income®* 
Per HOusenoldiaeerret teint: +1.0 
Per Person tere ier eters etetetens -0.1 
Average Total Deduction® ... +0.2 
Average Household Benefit? -1.7 
Maximum Coupon Benefit 
(for a Family of Four) ieee -2.2 


Consumer Price Index 
All temstercrcwete ote chore sn ictecskere 
PoodtatyHomeém . creer 






Real values are in constant 1992 dollars adjusted by changes in the CPI-U for all items between 
summer 1992 and summer 1993 (2.8 percent). 


Real values are in constant 1992 dollars adjusted by changes in the CPI-U for food at home 
between summer 1992 and summer 1993 (2.3 percent). 


Source of CPI-U average values for July and August: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. Survey of Current Business, vol. 74, no. 3. March 1994, p. S-S and S-6. 


Source of nominal values: Summer 1992 and summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control samples. 
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CHAPTER 4: CHARACTERISTICS OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS 
ALSO RECEIVING AFDC OR GA BENEFITS 


This chapter describes the characteristics of food stamp households that also participate in one 
of two social welfare programs offered in their State: Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
(AFDC) and General Assistance (GA). These programs provide cash assistance to needy families 
and persons. The AFDC program provides benefits to needy families with dependent children to 
help them cover the cost of food, shelter, clothing, and other basic necessities. The AFDC program 
currently operates in all 50 States, the District of Columbia, Guam, and the Virgin Islands, with each 
area determining its own income limits and benefit levels within federal guidelines. GA is an all- 
encompassing term for State and local programs that provide assistance to low-income persons who 
are not eligible for the AFDC program or the Supplemental Security Income (SSI) program (a 
program that provides benefits to needy elderly and disabled persons). GA programs operate in most, 
but not all, States. 


In an average month in fiscal year 1993 (FY93), approximately 5 million food stamp households 
(47 percent of the entire food stamp caseload) received public assistance benefits from either the 
AFDC program or the GA program (table 4.1). Almost 40 percent of food stamp households 
received AFDC benefits, and these households received over half (54 percent) of all food stamp 
benefits. Only 8 percent of food stamp households received GA benefits, and due to their relatively 
small size, these households received only 5 percent of all food stamp benefits. Since there were 5 
times as many food stamp households participating in the AFDC program as in the GA program, this 
chapter focuses on food stamp households receiving AFDC benefits. Characteristics of food stamp 
households receiving GA benefits are discussed at the end of the chapter. 


FSP/AFDC HOUSEHOLDS 
Economic Characteristics 


In an average month in FY93, 4.3 million food stamp households participated in the AFDC program. 
These households received an average monthly food stamp benefit of $232 and an average monthly 
AFDC benefit of $375 (table 4.2). Compared with other food stamp households, FSP/AFDC 
households were poorer and received higher food stamp benefits. Specifically, FSP/AFDC 
households’ gross income was 49 percent of the poverty guideline, on average, compared with other 
food stamp households’ gross income, which was 61 percent of the poverty guideline on average. 
FSP/AFDC households’ average monthly food stamp benefit of $232 was substantially higher than 
that of other food stamp households ($129). Their higher food stamp benefits reflect their poverty 
status as well as their large households; on average, FSP/AFDC households contained 3.3 persons 
compared with 2.1 persons in other food stamp households. 


1The estimates presented in this chapter and in the detailed tables found in appendix B are 
monthly averages based on all 12 months of the Food Stamp Quality Control fiscal year 1993 
database, a sample of 56,822 households. In contrast, the analysis in the rest of the text and in the 
appendix A tables are ‘based only on the July and August sample of 9,504 households. Therefore, 
estimates presented in this chapter differ slightly from those in the preceding chapter. 
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Table 4.1 -- Distribution of Participating Households, Persons, and Benefits by Public Assistance 
Status, 1993 












Food Stamp Participants 
in Households With Public 
Assistance Status 






Food Stamp Benefits 






1,834,117 







1,077,149 58.7 
987,997 33.9 
96,804 S68) 






756,969 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


Table 4.2 -- Average Values of Selected Items by AFDC Status, 1993 





Average Monthly Values 








Income as a 




















AFDC Status Percent of 
Poverty Food Stamp AFDC Household 
Guideline Benefit Benefit Size 
(Percent) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) 





See een enee ewes eeneenaeenerseesonesseereseees 


Srererrrrrrrirrry 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Demographic Characteristics 


Almost all FSP/AFDC households contained children (98 percent),” and most (75 percent) were 
single-mother households with children (table 4.3).? In contrast, 39 percent of food stamp 
households not participating in the AFDC program contained children, and only 17 percent were 
single-mother households with children. Single-mother households participating in the FSP and the 
AFDC program are of particular interest not only because these households make up a considerable 
percentage of the total FSP caseload, but also because they are central to the current welfare reform 
debate. Therefore, these households are discussed in detail in the next section. 


Households with children that also contained more than one adult represented one-fifth of all 
FSP/AFDC households (appendix table B-4). These households were considerably less likely to 
contain a married couple than their non-AFDC counterparts (60 percent and 81 percent, 
respectively). Instead, they were more likely to contain a female household head and her parent or 
other adult relative. In approximately half of the multiple-adult FSP/AFDC households with children, 
every member of the household participated in the AFDC program.‘ 


Food stamp household participation in the AFDC program varied by geographic location (appendix 
table B-5). Food stamp households located in urban areas were more likely to receive AFDC 
benefits than food stamp households in rural areas, and households located in the western region of 
the country were more likely to receive AFDC benefits than households in other regions. 
Specifically, 42 percent of food stamp households located in urban areas received AFDC benefits, 
compared with only 32 percent of those in rural areas, and almost half of the food stamp households 
in the West received AFDC, compared with 42 percent in the Northeast and Midwest, and 32 percent 
in the South. 


Single-Mother FSP/AFDC Households 


In an average month in FY93, 4.2 million food stamp households (39 percent of the entire caseload) 
were single-mother households with children (table 4.3). These households contained 12.9 million 
participants (47 percent of all FSP participants) and received half of all food stamp benefits (appendix 
table B-6). Single-mother food stamp households received high food stamp benefits relative to the 
entire food stamp caseload ($216 and $170, respectively), reflecting their relatively large average size 
(3.0 persons compared with 2.6 persons for all food stamp households), and low incomes relative to 
the poverty guideline (table 4.4). 


Three of every four single-mother food stamp households received AFDC benefits, averaging $368 
per month. Single-mother FSP/AFDC households had nearly the same household size (3.0 persons) 
and the same average number of children (2.0 children) as single-mother food stamp households not 
receiving AFDC benefits. However, the two groups differed markedly from each other in several 


“It is likely that the remaining 2 percent of households that receive AFDC do have children, 
although the information about those children is missing from the IQCS data. 


3A single mother is defined as a female older than age 17 living with children and no other adults. 


‘Although the AFDC program serves mostly single-parent households, AFDC-UP targets two- 
parent households in which at least one parent is unemployed. 
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Table 4.3 -- Distribution of Participating Households by AFDC Status and Household Composition, 1993 
Hoaseholés With no AFDC 
Number Number Percent Number 
(000) (000) (000) 


10,791 



















Household Composition Percent 





100.0 





Households With Children ............+++ 6,698 38.5 
Single Female Adult ...........ssese0 4,247 16.5 
Single Male Adult .........ssccsssseees 230 Ee) 
Multiple Adults ......ccsccsesscscessenenes 1,896 16.1 
Other hrercocrccvicsccccedestecococtrorvonsvorasses 326 4.3 






Households With no Children ........... 4,093 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


Table 4.4 -- Average Values of Selected Items for Single-Mother Households by AFDC Status, 1993 











Average Values 
























Monthly 

AFDC Status pie oe 
Number Monthly Monthly a Percent 

Household of Gross Food Stamp | of Poverty 

Size Children Income Benefit Guideline 


(Persons) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Percent) 


Single mothers are defined as females over age 17 living with children and no other adults. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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other respects. For one, single-mother FSP/AFDC households had considerably lower monthly 
incomes, on average, than other single-mother households ($457 and $587, respectively). Secondly, 
single-mother FSP/AFDC households received substantially higher monthly food stamp benefits 
($224), on average, than other single-mother households ($194). 


Single mothers living in households that received food stamps and AFDC benefits also tended to be 
younger than their non-AFDC counterparts (appendix table B-7). Single mothers that participated 
in the FSP and in the AFDC program were 2 years younger, on average, than single mothers not 
participating in the AFDC program (30 years old and 32 years old, respectively). More than one- 
third of FSP/AFDC single mothers were between 18 and 25 years old, and almost 60 percent were 
younger than 30 years old. 


Single-mother FSP/AFDC households also tended to contain relatively young children (table 4.5 and 
appendix table B-8). Approximately 44 percent of these households contained an infant (age 2 or 
younger), and almost 70 percent contained a preschool-age child (younger than 5). In contrast, 
approximately one-third of other single-mother food stamp households contained an infant, and 56 
percent contained a preschool-age child. The average age of the youngest child in a single-mother 
FSP/AFDC household was 4.5 years, just under school-age, while the average age of the youngest 
child in single-mother FSP/non-AFDC households was almost 6 years old, the age that children 
typically enter first grade. 


The percentage of single-mother food stamp households that participated in the AFDC program 
varied considerably across States and territories, ranging from 29 percent in the Virgin Islands to 95 
percent in California (appendix table B-9). The average AFDC benefit received by single-mother 
FSP/AFDC households also differed substantially by location. On average, single-mother FSP/AFDC 
households located in Alabama, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Texas received relatively low AFDC benefits, less than $200 per month. In contrast, single-mother 
FSP/AFDC households in Alaska, California, Connecticut, and Hawaii received much higher AFDC 
benefits, at least $550 each month. In each of these high-benefit States and in the District of 
Columbia, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island, AFDC benefits accounted for more than 90 
percent of single-mother FSP/AFDC households’ monthly income. 


On average, one out of every five single-mother food stamp households had earned income, and the 
average earnings of these households was $595 per month. This proportion varied by State, ranging 
from 6 percent of all single-mother food stamp households in West Virginia, to 43 percent of the 
single-mother food stamp households in South Dakota. Notably, in States with low maximum AFDC 
benefit levels (less than $250), such as Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, and Texas, 
relatively high percentages of single-mother food stamp households had earned income (over 30 
percent). In addition, in States with high maximum AFDC benefit levels (over $500), such as 
California, Connecticut, Washington, New York, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts, less than 15 
percent of single-mother food stamp households had earned income. Single-mother food stamp 
households in Guam had the highest average monthly earnings ($873), and those in West Virginia 
had the lowest ($408).° 


Averages are over households with earnings. 
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Table 4.5 -- Distribution of Participating Single-Mother Households by AFDC Status and Age Group of Youngest 
Child, 1993 










Single-Mother Households 
With no AFDC 





: Single-Mother Households 
All Single-Mother Households With AFDC 
Number Percent 
(000) 


Age Group of Youngest Child 







Infant (0-2 years) <....::<.<ss.es<coccsaseseceess 
Preschool-age (3-4 years) 
School-age (5-17 years) ........:.ssseese0+ 






Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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FSP/GA HOUSEHOLDS 


GA programs provided benefits to only a small proportion of the food stamp caseload in FY93 (table 
4.1). Specifically, in an average month, 809,000 food stamp households, approximately 8 percent of 
the entire food stamp caseload, received GA benefits. These households received an average monthly 
GA benefit of $233 (table 4.6). 


Economic Characteristics 


Food stamp households that also received GA benefits had an average gross income of $348 per 
month, and they received an average monthly food stamp benefit of $120, reflecting their small size 
(1.5 persons, on average). 


FSP/GA households were poorer than other food stamp households (appendix table B-2). They had 
considerably lower average monthly incomes than other food stamp households ($348 and $501, 
respectively), and they had, on average, considerably lower countable resources than other food stamp 
households ($23 and $81, respectively). In addition, poverty measures, which account for differences 
in household size and location, show that a relatively high percentage of FSP/GA households had 
incomes below the poverty guideline, compared with other food stamp households (96 percent and 
91 percent, respectively) (appendix table B-10). FSP/GA households, on average, had incomes that 
were 51 percent of the poverty guideline, while other food stamp households had incomes that were 
56 percent of the poverty guideline, on average. 


Demographic Characteristics 


Almost 80 percent of FSP/GA households contained an adult living alone, and in the majority (56 
percent) of these households, this adult was a male (table 4.7). In contrast, less than 30 percent of 
other food stamp households consisted of a single adult, and in the majority of these households, this 
adult was a female. A small proportion (14 percent) of FSP/GA households contained children. The 
majority of these GA households with children (62 percent) contained more than one adult. In 
contrast, 66 percent of food stamp households that did not participate in the GA program contained 
children, and less than 30 percent of these households contained multiple adults. Approximately 13 
percent of FSP/GA households contained an elderly member, and 8 percent contained a disabled 
member. 


FSP/GA households tended to be headed by someone slightly older than the heads of other food 
stamp households (appendix table B-12). The majority of FSP/GA heads of households were between 
36 and 59 years old, while the majority of heads of other food stamp households were between 16 
and 35 years old. The average age of FSP/GA heads of households was 42 years old, compared with 
41 years old for other food stamp heads of households. 


Food stamp household participation in a GA program varied by geographic location (appendix table 
B-13). Food stamp households in urban areas were considerably more likely to receive GA benefits 
than food stamp households in rural areas. Specifically, almost 9 percent of food stamp households 
in urban areas participated in a GA program, compared with only 4 percent in rural areas. In 
addition, food stamp households in the Northeast were more likely than those in any other region 
to receive GA benefits, while almost none (1 percent) of the food stamp households in the South 
received GA benefits. 
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Table 4.6 -- Average Values of Selected Items by GA Status, 1993 






Average Values 









Monthly 
Income as a 


















saver Percent of Age of 
Poverty Household Household 
Guideline Size Head 
(Percent) (Persons) 





Households With GA ...............000 2 42.1 
Households With no GA ............... 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


Table 4.7 -- Distribution of Particpating Households by GA Status and Household Composition, 1993 
Households With GA Households With no GA 


Number Percent Number Percent Number 
(000) (000) (000) 













Household Composition Percent 












Oh OU al Rercceccetecerectsttseacrsettt ne eerie 10,791 100.0 
Households With Children ................ 6,698 66.0 
Households With no Children ........... 4,093 34.0 
sinple MalevAdulttec.:-ccseenccesares 1,438 10.9 
Single Female Adult ................000 1,986 bP es 
Muluple Adults ti... eee 668 5.9 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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ACRONYMS AND DEFINITIONS FOR USE WITH APPENDICES 





as 
ACRONYMS AND DEFINITIONS FOR USE WITH APPENDICES 


—————————————— eee 


ACRONYMS 


AFDC - Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
GA - General Assistance 

SSI - Supplemental Security Income 

E&T - Employment and Training Program 

FSP - Food Stamp Program 

TFP - Thrifty Food Plan 

IRCA - Immigration Reform and Control Act 
UI - Unemployment Insurance 


DEFINITIONS 


Alien. Participant who is: (1) accorded permanent 
resident status under IRCA, (2) a lawful temporary 
resident under IRCA, (3) accorded refugee status, 
(4) granted political asylum, (5) a nonimmigrant 
admitted for a specified period, (6) granted a stay 
of deportation, (7) a Mexican citizen with a 
*border’ card, or (8) an undocumented alien. 


Children. Age 17 or less. 


Countable Resources. Cash on hand, assets which 
can be easily converted to cash, such as money in 
checking or savings accounts, savings certificates, 
stocks or bonds, and lump sum payments. They 
also include some nonliquid assets, although the 
family home, one or more family vehicles if 
necessary to transport disabled persons or to 
produce income, and business tools or property are 
not counted. See also Resource Limit. 


Deductions. Allowable deductions from a 
household’s gross monthly income to arrive at FSP 
net monthly income. The deductions shown in the 
tables are those to which households were entitled. 
Some of the deductions may not have been used, 
however, before a household reached zero net 
income status. Therefore, total deductions do not 
equal the difference between gross and net income 
amounts. See also Total Deduction, Standard 
Deduction, Earned Income Deduction, Dependent- 
care Deduction, Excess Shelter Deduction, Medical 
Deduction, and Standard Deduction. 
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Dependent-care Deduction. Deduction received by 
food stamp households for expenses involved in 
caring for dependents while other members work, 
seek employment, or go to school. The deduction 
was subject to a maximum of $160 per dependent 
per month in fiscal year 1993. See also 
Deductions. 


Disabled Persons. Participants who receive SSI 
but are not over age 59. 


Earned Income Deduction. Deduction received by 
households with earnings, equal to 20 percent of 
the combined earnings of household members. 
See also Deductions. 


Earned Income. Includes wages, salaries, self- 
employment, and farm income. 


Elderly. Adults over age 59. 


Employed Full Time. Employed at least 30 hours 
per week or receiving weekly earnings equal to or 
greater than the Federal minimum wage multiplied 
by 30 hours. This estimate is based on an 
employment status variable. 


Employed Part Time. 
hours per week. 


Employed less than 30 


Employment and Training (E&T). Refers to 
employment and training services received under 
FSP E&T programs. Services provided include 
work experience, educational programs, and job 
search training. 


Entrant Households. Includes households newly 
certified in July or August, 1993. 


Excess Shelter Deduction. Deduction received by 
households with shelter costs, equal to those 
shelter costs that exceed 50 percent of the 
household’s countable income after all other 
potential deductions are subtracted from gross 
income. There is a limit on the shelter deduction 
for households that do not contain elderly or 
disabled members. See appendix F. See also 
Deductions. 


Exempt from Work Registration. See Work 
Registration Status Definitions and Notes below. 


Expedited Service Households. Households which 
initially received expedited service for the 
certification period in effect in July or August, 
1993. 


Gross Income. Total monthly income of 
household in dollars, before applying deductions. 


Gross Income Limit. Food stamp program gross 
monthly income eligibility standards, determined 
by household size; equal to 130 percent of the 
poverty guidelines. See appendix E. 


Households With Preschool Age Children. 
Households with at least one member less than age 
ae 


Households With Elderly. Households with at 
least one member age 60 or more. 


Households With Elderly or Disabled. Households 
where at least one member is age 60 or more, or 
at least one member receives SS] and no member 
is age 60 or more. 


Households With School Age Children. 
Households with at least one member age 5 to 17. 


Households With Disabled. Households with SSI 
income and no member age 60 or more. 


Households With Children. Households with at 
least one member age 17 or less. 


Initial Certification Households. Includes both 
households certified for the first time within the 
currently certified period and previously certified 
households which have not received benefits for at 
least 30 days. 


Maximum Benefit. Based on a percentage of the 
cost of the Thrifty Food Plan in the preceding 
June for a reference family of 4, rounded to the 
lowest dollar increment. Maximum benefit varies 
by region. See appendix G. 


Medical Deduction. Deduction available to 
households that contain elderly or disabled 
members, equal to all medical expenses incurred 
by the elderly or disabled person that exceed $35. 
See p.4. See also Deductions. 
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Minimum Benefit. $10 for one- or two-person 
households. 


Net Income. Total monthly income of household 
in dollars, after applying deductions. 


Net Income Limit. Food stamp program net 
monthly income eligibility standard, determined by 
household size. See appendix E. 


Nonelderly Adults. Adults age 18 to 59. 


Not Employed. Not working and not looking for 
work, and therefore not part of the labor force. 


Other Alien. A lawful temporary resident under 
IRCA, an alien accorded refugee status, an alien 
granted political asylum, a nonimmigrant admitted 
for a specified period, an alien granted a stay of 
deportation, a Mexican citizen with a border’ card, 
or an undocumented alien. See also Permanent 
Resident Alien. 


Permanent Resident Alien. An immigrant 
accorded permanent resident status or a lawful 
permanent resident under IRCA. See also Other 
Alien. 


Poverty Guideline. The 1993 poverty guidelines 
issued by the Department of Health and Human 
Services and published in the 1992 Federal 
Register. These guidelines reflect changes in the 
CPI-U and are used for administrative purposes 
such as determining eligibility for the FSP. The 
Bureau of the Census establishes other poverty 
thresholds which are used primarily for statistical 
purposes. See appendix D. 


Preschool Age Children. Less than 5 years old. 


Public Assistance. Includes Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children (AFDC) and General 
Assistance (GA). . 


Resource Limit. For most households the resource 
limit was $2,000 in fiscal year 1993. Households 
with at least one member age 60 or older, 
however, were allowed up to $3,000 of resources. 
See also Countable Resources. 


Rural. A household is considered to be located in 
a rural area if the county in which its local food 
stamp agency is located is not in a Metropolitan 
Statistical Area as defined by the Census Bureau. 


School Age Children. Children age 5 to 17. 
Shelter Deduction. See Excess Shelter Deduction. 


Standard Deduction. Deduction received by all 
households, which varies by area to reflect price 
differences between areas. See appendix F. See 
also Deductions. 


Student. Participant age 18 years or older enrolled 
at least half time in a recognized school, training 
program, or institution of higher education. 


Thrifty Food Plan. Market basket of goods based 
on an economical and nutritious diet, adjusted for 
household size and composition. | Used to 
determine maximum food stamp benefit amounts. 


Total Deduction. Includes earned income, 
dependent-care, excess shelter, medical, and 
standard deductions to which the FSP household 
is entitled. In some cases this exceeds the amount 
used before net income reaches zero. See also 
Deductions. 


Unearned Income. Includes Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children (AFDC), General Assistance 
(GA), Supplemental Security Income (SSI), Social 
Security, Unemployment Income, Veterans’ 
Benefits, Workers’ Compensation, Other 
Government Benefits, Household Contributions, 
Household Deemed Income, Educational Loans, 
Child Support Enforcement Payments, and other 
unearned income. 


Unemployed. Not working but looking for work, 
and therefore part of the labor force. 


Urban. A household is considered to be located in 
an urban area if the county in which its local food 
stamp agency is located is in a Metropolitan 
Statistical Area as defined by the Census Bureau. 
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Work Registration Status Definitions and Notes 


Required to register for work. Able-bodied food 
stamp household heads required to register for 
work under the FSP or JOBS. 


Exempt from work registration. Food stamp 
household heads not required to register for work 
for one or more of the reasons listed below. 


Under the required age. Persons less than 
age 18. (However, the Food Stamp Act of 
1977, as amended, requires 16- and 17-year- 
olds who are household heads and who are 
not in school or otherwise exempt to register 
for work.) 


Over the required age. 
more. 


Persons age 60 or 


Pregnant. This exemption applies only to the 
AFDC program. States may exempt work 
registrants from participation in FSP E&T 
programs for this reason, but not from FSP 
work registration. 


Caretaker. For the FSP, this exemption 
includes both caretakers of children under 6 
and caretakers of children under 18 where 
another able-bodied parent is registered for 
work or exempted because of employment; 
for the AFDC program, this exemption 
applies to caretakers of children under 3 (or 
age 1 as a state option). 


Employed full time. Employed at least 30 
hours per week or receiving weekly earnings 
equal to or greater than the Federal 
minimum wage multiplied by 30 hours. This 
estimate is based on the work registration 
variable. 


Student. Enrolled at least half time in a 
recognized school, training program, or 
institution of higher education. 


Program not offered. This exemption applies 
only to the AFDC program. States may 
exempt work registrants from participation in 
FSP E&T programs for this reason, but not 
from FSP work registration. 
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APPENDIX A 


CROSSWALK AND DETAILED TABLES 
OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS 
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CROSSWALK 


The format of the appendix A tables in this report differs significantly from that of the 
appendix A tables in previous reports. The tables have been changed to allow the 
presentation of data in a more efficient and convenient format. This crosswalk enables 
the reader to locate information found in the tables of previous reports in this report. 
For each of the old tables, this crosswalk lists the number of the new table containing 
the same information. 





CROSSWALK FOR APPENDIX A TABLES 


Previous Table Number and Title New Table Number 


Summary of 1993 Characteristics 


emer Chale sulniner 1995 participation totals: 2:5). 2 a koe pss eo less ow sie-b.c0w ews ais seis A-1 
A-2 Average values of selected characteristics by household composition .......................-00- A-2 
A-3 Average values of selected characteristics by income source ................220 cee eee eeceeeee A-2 
A-4 Distribution of participating households with selected characteristics ..................--e0ee0- A-1 
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A-9 _ Distribution of participating households, average income, average benefit, and average household size by 
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A-10 Distribution of participating households by gross monthly income as a percentage of the poverty line for 
all households, households with elderly or disabled, and households with children 
MOMMIES 2 eset Me care ee eles chon eS bail ag lirs Scie dh ate) im os \iayeln’ notes lerm win (bieiioes syailidbaporsMnmiateluamys « A-3 


A-11 Distribution of participating households by net monthly income as a percentage of the poverty line for all 
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A-15 Distribution of participating households claiming earned income deduction and value of deduction claimed 
(OOTY 26.6.6 oot MOI OE OO: OCG PP OISD CRO COE GET OES. SIA. ane RR OTE A-9 


oo 


CROSSWALK (continued) 


Previous Table Number and Title New Table Number 
A-16 Distribution of participating households by amount of earned income deduction 
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Counts oi sis alc ele fe oars! oo tecin ete Cite Cees atin eae a ees te ere teeta ee ee A-9 

AVErAgeS 2 oe silicic dss shears ws ere eater ee res) oe ic alate cla a a Ce ane mate mtn nek eee A-10 
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Counts: scis 5. cate suas s = sieicle wicls we ciel ou natalie’ Clete s aheretel cuore atte te teicehe te nenahe ts oe Wet oteien ay aemememens A-11 
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E(t: a ea ee eT EA SaaS oS He Sn OOS HES oOo o << A-10 


A-23 Distribution of participating households by amount of medical deduction for all households, households 
with elderly, and households with disabled 


Counts’? oon atten foie. 6 eave Ele attal attest dy alcatel at at ctl aaat a ate eM ct gt at Ata Soe ace ane ena A-11 
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A-25 Average monthly food stamp benefit by gross monthly income and household size................ A-15 


A-26 Distribution of households by food stamp benefit as a percentage of maximum benefit and household 
POVErty SLALUS (a(S ree ie Garctotereie tao) sv eversucyelielacdeth lec Micteelcneneree emeiaie TnCte -aeaene rte cre ten tena aaa A-14 


A-27 Distribution of participating households by total countable resources for all households and households 
with elderly or disabled 
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DETAILED TABLES OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS 





Table A-1. Distribution of Participating Households, Persons, and Benefits by Household 


Composition, Income Source, and Food Stamp Benefit Amount 





Participants in Households 


Food Stamp Households 
Household Charactenstic 


Number Percent Number Percent Dollars 
(000) (000) (000) 


School Age ...........++- 
Preschool Age shee 
ING COG ren esrernsecceveesce ec neness 





Elderly Persoms ............-0+:00+++ 
No Elderly Persons .............-. 


Disabled Persons 


Wet Income saitcssesscesesseseseccese 


Uneamed Income ..........-..-++ 
No Uneamed Income ........... 


AFDC Income ..............:.2000 





AFDC or GA Income ........... 
No AFDC or GA Income ...... 


Social Security Income ......... 
No Social Security Income ... 


Food Stamp Benefit 


Minimum Benefit ................. 
Maximum Benefit ................ 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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with Household 
Charactenistic 


26,583 
1,601 


23,652 
4,532 


7,750 
20,433 


25,400 
2,783 


14,595 
13,588 


1,138 
27,045 


15,643 
12,541 


4,391 
23,793 


3,578 
24,605 


1,849,814 


1,519,065 
1,146,880 
936,356 
330,748 


114,964 
1,734,850 


135,461 
1,714,353 


1,684,378 
165,436 


1,390,304 
459,509 


421,968 
1,427,845 


1,614,328 
235,485 


1,012,259 
837,554 


94,483 
755533. 


1,101,218 
748,596 


196,503 
1,653,310 


153,309 
1,696,505 


4,758 
459,509 


Monthly Food Stamp 
Benefits 


Percent 


91.1 
(ey? 
22.8 
87.3 


12.7 


54.7 
45.3 


Shi 
94.9 
Son 
40.5 


10.6 
89.4, 


8.3 
91.7 


0.3 
24.8 


Table A-2. Average Gross and Net Income, Total Deduction, Countable Resources, Food Stamp Benefit, Household Size, and Certification 
Period of Participating Households by Household Composition, Income Source, and Food Stamp Benefit Amount 


Total Households Average Monthly Values 




































Household Charactenstic Countable Food Stamp Household Certification 
Ninte Gross Income | Net Income Resources Benefit Size Pernod 
eet (Dollars) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) (Months) 
DT Ota eae ccecccrstessce sore 9.7 
Household Composition 
Children facet cconeatace 9.2 
School’ A S67 s.scccecesccssssescetee 9.3 
Preschool Age ...........sseseseee o1 
INO Childrenies-sen eee eee 10.4 
Elderly Persoms ..........<.:.00e...- 12.2 
No Elderly Persons ............... 92 
Disabled Persons ............0:+-+. 10.7 
No Disabled Persons ............ 9.6 
Income Source 
Grossiincomemuscestttee 9.9 
INo.Gross Incomersests set 7.4 
Net Income mente ere 10.1 
No Net Income ............c.es0000. 8.2 
EBamediIncome v,s-cces.cece 8.8 
No Eamed Income .............-.- 9.9 
Uneamed Income ............---+. ; 10.0 
No Uneamed Income 75 
AEDGAncometes ose i 905 
No AFDC Income ..........2.02+. 9.8 
GAUIncomeieesetce sens : : 9.1 
No:GAtIncomejersa-sscaceeters 9.7 
AFDC or GA Income ........... 9.5 
No AFDC or GA Income ..... 9.9 
SS] creer ; 11.7 
INO, SSI rr ccctevae. tacosvesterssreee i 92 
Social Security Income ......... 11.8 
No Social Security Income ... 9.2 
Food Stamp Benefit 
Minimum Benefit ................. 11.8 
Maximum Benefit ................ 82 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-3. Distribution of Participating Households With Children, Elderly Persons, and Elderly or Disabled Persons by 
Amount of Gross and Net Income, Countable Resources, and Gross and Net Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline 


Total Households Households With: 
Household Characteristic Elderly Elderly or Disabled 
Number Percent 
(000) 


Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
(000) (000) (000) 











CUTIE) oe te a 10,910 100.0 
1,012 0.8 
714 1.1 
2,319 5.5 
3,476 59.3 
1,664 19.0 
904 8.8 
822 5.4 
2,483 8.1 
2,825 20.3 
2,903 41.4 
1,408 17.0 
716 77 
331 32 
243 2.3 
8,364 69.8 
2,025 2183 
311 4.8 
109 Dat 
1501-21750! <2... 43 0.6 
Mose O00) ccnccsncsoveccesaetess 32 0.5 
Oe SOOO Wectets.scssasesesasveee 26 0.8 
OME eccsck cessscseccaccsasiees 0.0 
Gross Income as a 
Percentage of Poverty 
Guideline 
No Gross Income .............. 0.8 
De ieee ctecsSacecessesosesseandoin 0.6 
BEN arcseccsscceosss 5:5 
EL Tete cececdccsecs 20.7 
HEI OW pee ae oe a ee 59.3 
OSA D Seo cccacntcs ccsetociacesese 11.0 
RZOAUSO ie nceceecccsse 0.6 
MS oh 90) hecssecsecoesees 1.0 
AS cf. cas a Re a ee 0.5 
Net Income as a 
Percentage of Poverty 
Guideline 
No Net Income ..............20 8.1 
15.6 
31.9 
35.6 
8.0 
0.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 





Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-4. Distribution of Participating Households by Household Size and Amount of Gross and Net Income, Countable Resources, and 
Gross and Net Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline 


Total Households Household Size 
Household nr (Pie, - 
Percent 


Charactenstic Number 
(000) 


; | 
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 




















SOM es 0.8 
Tel 90 i eccemerres. 0.3 
200-399 er aescce 9.5 
400-599 00... 12.9 
600-799 ........2000 12.6 
800-999 ......... 17.8 
ViQOO ti osrescersecerscesecceres 46.1 
Net Income 
SOR. 2.8 
D100 eciscucetecscesseeceuaee 8.2 
200=3 99 tttesreresscvessceecs 13.6 
ANOS 99 .ccrcrccvccvsseceseust 17.0 
G00 2799 i ivecestencsececcosncs 19.4 
SOO-990 i wctccscscestet 12.0 
Mi QOO i ceeestcscssccceseses 27.0 
Countable Resources 
S Oprarereeeeeenent eee 74.7 
TES OO eissceettereseseiesscooet 20.4 
SOL=] OOO R semtrtcerccsere 35 
TOOL = 1-500 teneseree 0.8 
ESTO PLO teens 0.2 
WEDD =2 OOO me ressceestees 0.2 
ZOOS OOO Rs ccrecescsese 0.2 
OO Litres scsstecercverecee - 
Gross Income as a 
Percentage of Poverty 
Guideline 
No Gross Income ....... 0.8 
1-25% 10.7 
26-50 30.0 
51-75 35.7 
76-100 14.2 
101-125 78 
M26-1S OPepreccrsecescosscvess 0.6 
P31 250 coeteecssacsesencteens 0.1 
MS tee eeccssencesssovcocsesect 0.0 
Net Income as a 
Percentage of Poverty | 
Guidedine | 
No Net Income ........... 2.8 | 
| Any eee Ae eR 22.9 
419 
21.1 By 
11.0 9] 
0.3 | 
0.0 
| 
~ No sample households in this category. | 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-5. Average Gross and Net Income, Average Gross and Net Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline, and 
Average Countable Resources of Participating Households by Household Composition and Size 


Total Households Average Monthly Values 


Gross Income 












Countable Resources 
(Dollars) 





















Household Charactenstic asa Net Income as Over 
Percentage of | a Percentage Households 
Poverty of Poverty With 
Number Gross Income Guideline Guideline Over All Countable 
(000) (Dollars) (Percent) (Percent) Households Resources 
GER Merentectrascsccencecesetcccctacereces 306 
Household Composition 
METIVICLOD eccesccecie.ssceccesnceonscesss 239 
BECHOOWA DO fe cseccccc cecececenceaces 251 
IEFESCHOON A 26.0 <<< <coztecssce=o~ 228 
IN SIUC TON Misscorssscosnecsesscseace 401 
Elderly or Disabled 
RPESTSONIS ete reoctacacessessesscosees 430 
No Elderly or Disabled 
RELS OMS Mase tcssscesssocessessssecee 240 
IBIGETY PF CTSONS cc -.ssescecsessesone 494 
No Elderly Persons ...........-.-. 246 
Disabled Persons ..............+++. 280 
No Disabled Persons ............ 309 
Household Size 
411 
244 
254 
260 
315 
262 





Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


49 


Table A-6. Distribution of Participating Households With Children, Elderly Persons, and Elderly or Disabled Persons by Type of Income 


Total Households Households With: 
Elderly Elderly or Disabled 
Type of Income Percent 
Totala 


Number Percent Number SOR Percent 
(000) (000) 















TT Oba Tepe tccce rece sectcnertecmeel reser cenccccrtiesuseuresentey 10,910 100.0 
Poarmed) [MCOM EC) aces ces coccvecesucsses cocecececstesssccnsessesare 2,270 \ : 6.9 
Wages and Salaries .......sssssssssecssesseseseescereneaesess 2,093 ; ; : 68 E 6.1 
Self-Employment 133 ; : i 0.6 
Other Eammed Income <rc.<ceccs .scec-ccocssccrecnecnesenesass 70 i 5 ; i 0.1 
Umearmed Im Com @iesececoscnccecencvese: casess sea reseetscevacece 9529 : : : 98.7 
Aid to Families with Dependent Children ........ 4,370 : : : 16.3 
General: Assistance sccescer-cescrectererecessteecoseepsecczaves 813 : j if 5.9 
IND Gior G Al inCOmm Casecccrasticestecsrerencssrsesetcar sense 5,163 ; i : ! 22.0 
Supplemental Security Income .........-.-+-ssessere0 2,214 ; ; : E “ 75.8 
Social! SCcurity scercccensosceesxe 1,993 ‘ ‘ : : §2.5 
Unemployment Income 347 : : 6 i 0.5 
Veterans’ Benefits ..............+. 185 ; i ¥ 4.1 
Workers’ Compensation 0.2 
Other Government Benefits 15. 
Household Contnbutions .............+ 1.1 
Household Deemed Income 0.0 
Eedicational (ants: sccceccctatessccsenssersvascoceseccrecassness 0.1 
Child Support Enforcement Payments .............. 1.9 
Other Uneamed Income ............-..sssssesssssesseeerens Ts 
NOMEN CONE Peccactenie cic cre cee hace see sic occecaccesvarerecdton ceases 0.8 


4 The sum of individual income sources does not add to the total because households can receive income from more than one source. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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_ Table A-7. Average Income, Total Deduction, Food Stamp Benefit, and Household Size of Participating Households by Type of Income 


Total Households 









Average Monthly Values 















Type of Income Gross 
Total@ Percent Income Benefit Size 
(Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) 


10,910 





















IR RNIN eos cae cces scan sonessec ons cenensocesss 2,270 3.4 
BW AGES AN Salaries ...............c.cscscscscsesenevssssesnens 2,093 3.5 
BSE -EMPlOYMENE ..........c.c-csesscesssnsasssssserescessooses 3.5 
| BE EIESINIE? INCOME |, <n<00sccscescassscecssussseossceeseeees 25 
| Unearned Income ....... ss eeneecseesoeesteesneeenes WG 
_ Aid to Families with Dependent Children ........ a8 
| BRETECTAITA SSISEADICE e0 tt cere cee cctes cal casssessavessccoczasseass 1.4 
| BPEPNCHOL GAY INCOME 120 -<--ocnencessescsnsoseocoeresoeens 3.0 
_ Supplemental Secunty Income ............:::ceee 2.0 
REAR ECUETEY rete scerscecorcesiccnccsssccensecesensussucecess 1.8 
~ Unemployment Income .............sssseessssseseeseseeeeee am) 
MPELELANS © ESCNELIES \..<..<0-..0.scoeesncoceesccocassosncssenesse 2.0 

Workers’ COMPpensatiOn .............:....sc0-essseresse0. ’ 3.4 

Other Government Benefits ...............::cecceeeeeeee 3.1 

Household Contributions .0...........seeeeeseeeeeeeeeeees S27 
_ Household Deemed Income .............:..:::s000e0e100 1.0 
SME ducational Loans ........::.00-sc-cessesssseccsssssresnesoses 2.8 
_ Child Support Enforcement Payments .............. 3.5 

Other Uneamed Income ...............00....-ss0se-ssesseaee 3.1 





MR TEREV CONN ana. cce, San cccnioresoensssessesasesscosesessess 


4 The sum of individual income sources does not add to the total because households can receive income from more than one source. 


b Average value of specified source over households with income from source. 
__— Not Applicable. 


| Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-8. Distribution of Participating Households With Children, Elderly Persons, and Elderly or Disabled Persons by Earned 
and Unearned Income Amounts 


Total Households Households With: 


Elderly Elderly or Disabled 


Household Charactenstic 
Number 
Number Percent Number Percent 
(000) (000) 
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Table A-9. Distribution of Participating Households by Type of Deduction and Household Composition, Income Source, 
and Food Stamp Benefit Amount 


Total Households Type of Deduction 


Dependent Care Excess Shelter Medical 
Household Characteristic 
Number 
(000) Number Number Number | Percent . | Number} Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) 









PERVERT os cce nce oocsssacereses 10,910 NG 
Household Composition 
GUIS ae 0.4 
School Age ......... 0.6 
Preschool Age 0.3 
No Children .. 63 
Elderly Persons ............. 15.3 
No Elderly Persons ........ 0.2 
Disabled Persons ........... 1.9 
No Disabled Persons ..... OG 
Income Source 
Gross Income ..............+- 2.9 
No Gross Income ........... = 
Net Income .................+++ 3.2 
No Net Income .............. 0.8 
Eamed Income .............. 0.4 
No Eamed Income ......... Bee 
Uneamed Income .......... 3.0 
No Uneamed Income .... - 
AFDC Income ............... 0.3 
No AFDC Income ......... 42 
MSALINCOME: -cecccocccesssessoss 0.0 
No GA Income .............. 2.9 
AFDC or GA Income 0.2 
No AFDC or GA 
IERCONTRE occccscoscces oneness 4.8 
3.9 
23 
13.3 
0.3 
Food Stamp Benefit 
Minimum Benefit .......... 8.3 
Maximum Benefit ......... 0.8 


2 Percent of households with deduction that receive the maximum. 
~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-10. Average Values of Deductions of Participating Households by Household Composition, Income Source, and Food Stamp 
Benefit Amount 


Average Amount of Deduction 
(Dollars) 


Household Charactenstic Dependent Care Excess Shelter Medical 

All With All With All With All With 

Households | Deduction | Households | Deduction | Households | Deduction | Households Deduction 
5 









108 












4 Es een eee ere 
Household Composition 
Chl dren eeecesescacsesceeseseescesere-= 49 
School A ge feccsecssetecsamcest ees eee 50 
PresChoOWA PO i -ccecesseemnccesees 30 
Noi Children iececesececsrsscseatese ones 115 
Elderly Persons .......----.-2+++++++ 104 
No Elderly Persons .............-- 153 
Disabled Persons .......... =e 153 
No Disabled Persons ..........-- 104 
Income Source 
Gross’ Income cccessvcsrecesnseesess 108 
No Gross Income ......-.--+.-++++- 0 
Net Income fse.2:cssaesteence 100 
No Net Income ......-.-s:e+20-+++ 218 
Eamed Income ........-.---- 110 
No Eamed Income 108 
Uneamed Income ..............-- 108 
No Uneamed Income ........... 0 
AED © Income mecccecsssessessestens 42 
No AFDC Income ..........--.+++ 111 
GAT IN Come eces<ceccaccccecsectesse> 97 
ING GA In Cone cssecsesecssssesssas~ 108 
AFDC or GA Income ........... 43 
No AFDC or GA Income ..... 111 
106 
No Soto a 109 
Social Security Income ......... 104 
No Social Security ............-.-- 160 
Food Stamp Benefit 
Minimum Benefit ................- 105 
Maximum Benefit ..............- 218 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-11. Distribution of Participating Households by Selected Household Characteristics and Amount of Deduction 


Total Households Households With: 


; : E AFDC or GA 
Household Characteristic Number mee ier gs Income 





000 
Ao) Number] Percent | Number Number | Percent 
(000) (000) (000) 


Total Deduction 
(SUID! BUGS: oops eye aaa 
(PAC 


Aeeeceeerecesceeceseseeee 


Peeetrrrrrrrrrr reer rrrn rr 


ste accereeessesereseseeeeeeees 


~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-12. Average Total Deduction for Participating Households by Amount of Gross Income and Household Size 


Average Total Deduction by Household Size 
(Dollars) 


Fa a cd fn ele a 











All 
Households 


(Dollars) 


Gross Income 


~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-13. Distribution of Participating Households by Selected Household Characteristics and Food Stamp Benefit 
Amount, Food Stamp Benefit as a Percentage of the Maximum Benefit, and Certification Period 
Households With: 


Total Households 
Elderly | Disabled 


Number | Percent 
(000) Number} Percent | Number Number | Percent | Number Number 
(000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 
















Household Characteristic 


Percent 






OEY | eo See a 100.0 

Food Stamp Benefit 
LOOP ICES .5-.-0<5-.00.2000050 0.3 
jl hte ya Se ah 0.3 
ylt ht) 0.7 
Sj 1S 7 pee 2.0 
FO BIO ci carccrcovecsscstarees 2.8 
(8) <4 bi ee 12.3 
MN ZOO Le veccsezcectenceteness 20.7 
PAVERS OO) Fee cceccaccccecctcscss 41.8 
BO TOP MOTE: occ cacesiececsnass 19.1 

Benefit as a Percentage 


of the Maximum 


eeee cee cecceeneeeencesscneeesescscnes 


a eeeeeececeeecescen ccs cesensseecocees 


Pereerrrererertirtetrertri tier tis 
Serertrrtrrrttttitt irre 


Prrrerrrtitr tir 


2 Does not include households with the minimum benefit. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-14. Distribution of Participating Households by Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline and Food Stamp Benefit as a 
Percentage of the Maximum 


Total Households Benefit as a Percentage of the Maximum Benefit 
Percentage of P. 
ercent 


p Guideli Number 
OEM ASE Ue Ul Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number 
(000) (000) 








76 - 99 Maximum 


Number | Percent | Number | Percent 
(000) (000) 


(000) 





All Households 





Households With 
Children 


Households With 
Earned Income 


Households With 
AFDC Income 


4 Does not include households with the minimum benefit. 
~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-15. Average Food Stamp Benefit of Participating Households by Amount of Gross Income and Household 
Size 


Average Food Stamp Benefit by Household Size All 


(Dollars) Households 


Gross Income 


| Average Food Stamp Benefit Per 
Household 





~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-16. Distribution of Participating Households by Type of Most Recent Action and Expedited 
Service 






Other Households 








Most Recent Action and Expedited 
Service 













Initial Certification .............::--:eeseseeee i nt i 
Expedited Service .....-.--+-++----- : i 25 
No Expedited Service A 22.7 


Recertification ..........-2:--escssscseseeessnseee 
Expedited Service .........-s0ssessssseseee: 
No Expedited Service .......--.--.-.0++++++ 






— By definition these are mutually exclusive categones, therefore, no households will be found in these categories. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-17. Distribution of Participating Households, Persons, and Benefits by Household Composition 


















Participants in Households 
with Household 
Characteristic 





Monthly Food Stamp 


Food Stamp Households Benefits 


etal, Bs SEEN ssc a te 1,849,814 



























CEMAMMGY ON) é505ccc0cc<<sensesesosscscsusscesscsoseees ‘ s 1,519,065 82.1 
Single-Adult Household ........ : : 964,183 Za 
Multiple-Adnit Honschald .... : $08,993 26 [SS 
WG Claetet cccpees craves coccecteatestesceesussestittes 3 2 45,890 De 

Bideriy ee net ee : : 114,964 6.2 
Living Alone ; 57,028 2 | 
INOt Lavine Alone ieccscsrcesse- ceseseccseoesss : : 57,935 sha 

Misa bbe Foc. hc. tests cncsscctcecocse son snoeseseessé ! h 135,461 ies) 
MESVIN PRAIONG  etccerece-sunetaecceercsenctsesors : : 25,443 1.4 
INotLa ving ALONG) <.<.cccecersecececcsacuenees ; 4 i 110,018 5.9 

Other Households? ............ eee ’ : ; 202,391 10.9 
Single-Person Household ................ : : 152,613 8.3 





Multi-Person Household ................. : E 49,778 





4 The sum of individual categories does not match the table total because a household can have more than one of the 
characteristics in the table. 


b Households not containing any children, elderly persons, or disabled persons. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-18. Average Gross and Net Income, Total Deduction, Countable Resources, Food Stamp Benefit, Household Size, and Certification . | 
Period of Participating Households by Household Composition 


Total Households 


Number | Percent 


‘ 












Average Monthly Values 





Household 
Size 
(Persons) 


Countable 
Resources 


(Dollars) 






Certification 
Period 
(Months) 

























Household Composition 







Gross Income 


(Dollars) 






CHUAN ..........--eeeerceeeeneeneee ene Ms 
Single-Adult Household ....... 9.3 
Multiple-Adult Household ... 2 8.9 
(O01 S Peereee reo re ; : 10.1 

EVGerhy .........0-secssceeceeneneseescecee : 22 
Living AIONe .......-.-sescseeeeees : ‘ 12.7 
Not Living Alone ..........-.+-++ : : 10.9 

Disabled ...........:.:scececeeceeeenees : 10.7 
Living Alone ..........- F : 12.5 
Not Living Alone 9.4 

Other Households? ............... : : 8.3 
Single-Person Household ..... i ; : 8.3 


Multi-Person Household ...... 


4 Households not containing any children, elderly persons, or disabled persons. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-19. Distribution of Participating Households by Income Type and Household Composition 








| 
| 


ei = 


Income Type 


Uneamed Social Secunty 















Household 
Composition 





Single-Person .... 
Multi-Person ..... 






4 The sum of individual categories does not match the table total because a household can have more than one of the charactenstics in the table. 


Households not containing any children, elderly persons, or disabled persons. 


~ By definition these are mutually exclusive categories; therefore, no households will be found in these categones. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-20. Distribution of Participating Households With Children, Elderly Persons, and Disabled Persons by Selected 


Characteristics 
Total Households Household With: 
: School Age Preschool Age eee : 
Household Charactenstic Niviber| Percent ss Children Children 
om) Number | Percent | Number] Percent | Number | Percent | Number Number | Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 






100.0 











Tt aD esac ccc okeesesococsececesacenseacoss 
Household Composition 
COTM hei ees ee 47.8 
School Age ceceecersasecceasescones 42.0 
Preschool Age ......-.-+-.-+++-+- 19.8 
Elderly Persons .........------+-+-+- = 
Disabled Persons 100.0 
Income Source and 
Countable Resources 
Gross Income ...........-.ccseseee 100.0 
No Gross Income ...........-+.++++ = 
Net In COME tacts csere cesses 94.1 
No Net Income ..........--4+-++++++ 5.9 
Eamed Income .........-- 10.1 
Uneamed Income ...... 100.0 
AFDC Income ........... 34.3 
GA Income hctescncoscceoceeacennaes 5.1 
INS ee ee Bae ee 100.0 
Social Security Income ......... 2519 
Countable Resources ............ 22 
Deductions 
Total Deduction ..............-..+++ 100.0 
Eamed Income Deduction .... 10.1 
Dependent Deduction ........... 0.6 
Excess Shelter Deduction ..... 59.4 
Medical Deduction ..............- 1.9 
Food Stamp Benefit 
S10 onliessi.n 2 eee 6.2 
ND 1 OO ea ees ecassazernee 49.0 
101-200 ..... esoees 28.1 
203-300; s atte 10.7 
SOT or: More cco nas cccsseccesceess 6.0 
Minimum Benefit ................. 6.1 
Maximum Benefit ................ 5.9 
Household Size 
43.1 
18.7 
10.8 
14.2 
7.0 
6.1 


~ By definition these are mutually exclusive categories; therefore, no households will be found in these categories. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


Table A-21. Average Values of Selected Characteristics for Participating Households With Children, Elderly Persons, 
and Disabled Persons 


Average Monthly Values for Households With: 
Household Charactenstic SA Preschool A 
: ool Age | Preschool Age : 
Total Children Children Children Elderly Disabled 


Income and Countable Resources 


RpPAISSTINCOMNG cect sere ccescessasecnssdevssccoveesats 642 
Net Income ...............++ 414 
Eamed Income 46 
Uneamed Income 596 
AFDC Income 94 
Me AMIN CONN tor ea cass <acusnsencsascenccneceres<srockcoees 5 
SO ee eee ee 379 
Social Security Income 97 
Countable Resources ............sssssesseseeeeee 62 
Income as a Percentage of Poverty 
Guildeline 
RTOS TT COMM G) ooceeccceccexescaceuscesctscscessscsesnes 16.7 
INEST Fee a ee eer 45.8 
Deductions 
Biv LPO GRICTION 5 ssccccvese++acsesscsdaccusnasebase=s 235 
Eamed Income Deduction .............-..:+++ 9 
Over Households With Deduction 91 
Dependent Deduction ............e:cseseeeeeees 1 
Over Households With Deduction 164 
Excess Shelter Deduction .................000+ 95 
Over Households With Deduction 159 
MACCICAl  DCAUCTION | <vsecccossecsscsceseacssoatseres 3 
Over Households With Deduction 153 
Food Stamp Benefit ..........-...........-.s:sceeeeee 114 
TOUSEHONG SIZEO oc... csccsecerscconcsssvessosssoonssesense : : ; ; : 25 
Certification Period ......................::::00c00 E ‘ ; } : 10.7 





Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-22. Distribution of Participating Households With Earned Income and Unearned Income by Selected 
Characteristics 


Total Households Income Type 


Characteristi income 
Household Characteristic Number | Percent 


(000) 


Number Number Number Number] Percent | Number] Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 

















Household Composition 


Ghat dren cerecsee css cccscssestecceecersse 
School Age .......... ome 
Preschool Age .......:.:c-resseee0 


Elderly Persons ............s:-s00+ 
Disabled Persons .........-+-++-+ 


Income Source and 
Countable Resources 


Grossi Income ineacctesceesseocesoceee 
No Gross Income ............2:+++ 


Net Income: -.-...-<sseccescocseeseese 
No Net Income ................0++ 


SSI Income 
Social Security Income ......... 
Countable Resources ............ 


Deductions 
Total Deduction ................200. 
Eamed Income Deduction .... 
Dependent Deduction ........... 
Excess Shelter Deduction 
Medical Deduction ............... 


Food Stamp Benefit 
$10 or Less 


Minimum Benefit 
Maximum Benefit 


Household Size 


~ By definition these are mutually exclusive categories; therefore, no households will be found in these categories. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-23. Average Values of Selected Characteristics for Participating Households With Earned and Unearned 
Income 


Average Monthly Values for Households With: 


Household Charactenstic Aammed U nd AFDC or GA 
m neam or 
Total irs Tacane AFDC Income} GA Income ie 


Income and Countable Resources 














Gross Income 481 
Net Income -.....---<:<-s0-<-<0 249 
Eamed Income 42 
Uneamed Income 439 
AFDC Income 321 
RS AVIBCOMIC cs-cerscasreceavse connststeereret sve catoas ose 38 
RN ieee tcceareccsoccrasectocerevescaeceteeitetevesesecervess 45 
Social Security Income ........ 16 
Countable Resources ............:.sssssesercerees 28 
Income as a Percentage of Poverty 
Guideline 
RGTOSS ICONIC ee scetccscccnsccssesteceeearstscessenase 49.4 
IN SUNCOM E secre esrcponcesstesseh necoceensasste cess oes : i : 23.3 
Deductions 
ST ORAL ICCUICTION, ..cssavacsencecteteasscecccseveeecess 244 
Eamed Income Deduction ............:000000 8 
Over Households With Deduction 87 
Dependent Deduction .............:csesesseseneees 3 
Over Households With Deduction 141 
Excess Shelter Deduction ...............:00000 105 
Over Households With Deduction ......... 146 
Medical Deduction ...............ccssseseesesseeees 0 
Over Households With Deduction 43 
Food Stamp Benefit ..................-.0.::0ceceeee0e+ 213 
MAOUISER OIG SEZ0 ooo c.c-c.coscussccaccssseseecessocscoscess u : : : : 3.0 
Certification Period ..................:c.ceceeseeees s ! ! F 9.5 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-24. Distribution of Participating Households With Selected Household Characteristics by the Race and 
Citizenship of the Household Head and the Presence of a Household Member With Selected Employment Characteristics 
Households With: 


Total Households 
come 
Number | Percent 
ow) Number] Percent | Number} Percent | Number Number Number 
(000) (000) (000) (000) (000) 





















aden Briones. 9 40.4 
38.9 
14.8 
Nicedtcseesepccacncsseseeses™ ZS 
Saseteseee 1.0 
sascigauvasrnereedeveese 2.4 
Citizenship of 
Household Head 
USS Gitizen eres censcaeeess s % K iz 5 89.4 
Permanent 
Resident Alien ............. 6.3 
Other Alien ..................0. 5452 
KT OWN lecrsear ecerceceeneners 21 
Households With 
Migrant Worker ............. : : : : 0.1 
Military Employee 0.1 
Stnker = 






Student 


~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-25. Distribution of Participating Households by Presence of 
Children and Spouse 







Participating Households 







H hold C iti 
ousehold Composition pace 


duces dees etebsctss srsscs sustespsasestessneesceccsaceseesere 10,910 

















Single Adult Without Children 3,385 31.0 
Female Head GI) 
Male Head fet. cccscc--rscs0e-- 1333 
Unknown Head 0.0 

Multiple Adults Without Children ............... 6.9 
Female Head, No Spouse ..............:scs00e00 2.2 
Male Head, No Spouse ...........2.2---.--ese00- 0.5 
Female Head, Spouse Present 1.4 
Male Head, Spouse Present .............-.-.-+-+-+ P24 

Single Adult With Children 41.8 
Female Head 39.8 
Male Head .............. V7 
Unknown Head 0.3 

Multiple Adults With Children .................... 17.6 
Female Head, No Spouse .............2:.:1s000-+ 4.6 
Male Head, No Spouse .............--:s:se1eee+ 0.4 
Female Head, Spouse Present 8.2 
Male Head, Spouse Present .......... 4.4 
Wnknowni: Head esse caret rscce cass snvecccectaste 0.0 








Children Only ios irccesetccsceccet cna sceosescencacnceesece 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-26. Distribution of Participating Households by Household Size, Number of Elderly Persons, Disabled Persons, 
Children, Preschool Age Children, and School Age Children 







Household Size 














Total 
Households 





Household Characterictic 


Number of Disabled 








0. 483 
Nl Wectccsescvstssraaseascaescsesesszeze7= 73 
Number of Children 

0 3 

1 3 

2 11 

3 31 

4 200 

5+ 309 
Number of School Age 

Children 

10 

32 

115 

119 

157 

121 





Number of Preschool Age 
Children 


. By definition these are mutually exclusive categories; therefore, no households will be found in these categories. 
~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


70 


Table A-27. Distribution of Participants by Sex, Age, and Race 
Number | Percent# | Number | Percent? | Number 
(000) (000) (000) 


16,570 
















Participant Characteristic 






Percent® 









11,613 














Age 
AOE, LOSS Pe. eeeirecsovcss evatesscxccc cartes 2,673 2,907 10.3 
Salil. ccocen toe ecedevencestoxtas eresckcsecosese 4,524 4,377 15.5 
VB 235 yo ccstscctecchesssenesesoecstscbessoes ees 5,281 2,216 79 
BaD 9 etacccscescccccieceeconecercssccivis 2,698 1,531 5.4 
tea Suessatentesciestatssivie a 1,389 


? Percent of all participants. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-28. Distribution of Participants by Thrifty Food Plan Sex-Age Groups and Household Size 


Household Size 





~ No sample households in this category. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-29. Distribution of Household Heads, All Participants, and Nonelderly Adult Participants by Work Registration 
Status and Employment Status 






Household Heads 
Number 
(000) 


Employment/Work Registration Status 



























LUT | ao: eel le Ue 10,910 
Work Registration Status 
Required to Register for Work ............scsseessseneees 8307 
Receiving E&T Services ............... as 
BWV ASE YAIG roses steed ttecesuce conse 4.8 
Without AFDC ....................00 2.6 
Not Receiving E&T Services ..... 26.4 
ESP Work Registrants ........0:...c.0s0:0<0ssereesasesesss 16.8 
AFDC Work Registrants ................:-scscseeseseeee: 9.6 
Exempt From Work Registration ............:s::sese0e0e: 65.0 
Under or Over Required Age .............ssscseseesenees 0.6 
DAN SAU epee case ere Occ cc: Sacece cas seastcscascoosseseosssetenése fez 
RN UUAINE Been cavcasietusexsosece cecesesovcesnenascecsceacevusainiace 0.9 
Complying With Work for Another Program ..... 2.4 
REMY OURO Nett sce ssc tccst ceessevctvasstss ses cos sis Gogsatascesssesseeees 23.1 
eecimment Of Ul tics. cocst-csscaceecss-csusu- : ’ Pip 
In Dmg and Alcohol Treatment 0.2 
Employed Full-Time 





see eeeeeeeeeees 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table A-30. Distribution of Participants by Age-Related 
Characteristics 





















Participants 





Age Related Charactenistic 


Dee tay eaberaupaes toa sensed sxdonsarevas en txe sonssusrseraese 28,183 





CURA ema odacecreroe ccs sonetee crn venscctetenstossasesceavecenesesercas 14,481 51.4 
Preschool Age 5,581 19.8 
School Age ..-.-.-sscesscssssesesssscsersessessececscrcesssssenenenes 8,901 31.6 

Nonelderly Adults ............---scssscessrcsessssseeresssenenes 11,725 41.6 
Parents scree crerone cece ce encd ees sasnctoreccescestansesseersercstres 8,521 30.2 

Single Parents .............. 4,498 16.0 
Disabled: .iesssctsececsoscesccses 0.9 
Living With Disabled 0.3 

Multiple Adults .............essessscsesseseceseeseseesssensensees 14.3 
Living With Elderly 0.3 
Disabled ieccrecossccseacsessevessevcevssee ates tacssececsecoonneessess 0.6 

EZ 
Nomparent ......-.-scsecscsecsesercensnesessscenescnesasesnssesacneee 11.4 

Single Adults fh) 
Disabled 1.8 

Multiple Adults ...........:cscsesscesssoeseeeseoees { 3.8 
Living With Elderly 0.7 
Disabled fizcesccscoscesseessceecescs settee atatoxccccorsttasptestont 0.5 
PavineaWathy Disabled teessccercerrsescecerccenereeeetcee: 0.3 

Elderly Adults ................:cssscsscsssseceesessenseseeesecesees 7.0 

Age Unknown .............--cccsssecssscensscscencsecnssecconasnceseee 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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APPENDIX B 


DETAILED TABLES OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS 
ALSO RECEIVING AFDC OR GA BENEFITS 





Mh ! 
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me TE 


Table B-1. Distribution of Participating Households, Persons, and Benefits by Public Assistance 
Status, 1993 









Participants in Households 





Food Stamp Households with Public Assistance Food Stamp Benefits 
Public Assistance plains 
Number Percent Number Dollars 
(000) (000) (000) 
SD Ota ocecereesreesscescessccesccesesncnt oss 27,595 1,834,117 100.0 










































PubliG/Assistan Ce vierscisesssersssess 15,175 1,077,149 58.7 
No Public Assistance 12,420 756,969 41.3 
PDC Poicorestheansietuesvossaescsvseeses 14,096 987,997 53.9 
INGA RD Graces recta te cooncsssnostece ; 13,499 846,120 46.1 
GAIUS cascacess syaesccctesntssasccosvcsectees 1,224 96,804 She: 

HESS Ae ere ES ee ee 26,371 1,737,313 94.7 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-2. Average Values of Selected Items by Public Assistance Status, 1993 






Average Values 


Monthly 
Gross 










































Public Assistance Income as a 
Monthly Percent of Monthly Monthly Monthly 
Gross Poverty Net. Countable Total Food Stamp | Household 
Income Guideline Income Resources | Deductions Size 
(Dollars) (Percent) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) 





Public Assistance’..:cstescnesere-== 3.0 
No Public Assistance 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-3. Distribution of Participating Households by AFDC Status and Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline, 
1993 













All Households Households With AFDC Households With no AFDC 
Number Percent Number Percent Number 
(000) (000) (000) 


SU Ap UU eette tees vse ces vedacs sxessasvosscisesssceazsezcs 100.0 


Income as a Percent of Poverty 


Guideline Percent 






No Income 16.1 
1-25% Lo eo 5.8 
BES Rta bcssacessuscsenscesctettearesceccnensarencs ie 
51-100 .. 547 


101-184 ... 


~ Not Applicable. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-4. Distribution of Participating Households by AFDC Status and Household Composition, 1993 
Number Percent Number Percent 
(000) (000) 
























Households With no AFDC 


Number 
(000) 


Household Composition 


Households With Children ................ : : : 38.5 
Single Female Adult ..............:ccc0 : : 16.5 
Single Male Adult ................ss-cesseee : : if) 
Multiple Adults -.-............cccscenceeoseee 16.1 

Married) cctscssactcccsstesevesesrcsetersessowete 13:1 
OU CT a cccceteceseecee tres tisees sacs consaccenees 3.0 
Children| Only ‘ccccececseesenceeeaceseasecsoseees 43 

Households With no Children 3 61.5 
Single Female Adullt ..............::20+00+ , : E 29.7 
Single Male Adult ...............:sssssse00 : fi 21.9 
Multiple Adolt stecssscsecerererrtceateteccees i : 9.9 

Elderly Mem ber seecesccceserecessesneecosnceece : : 24.4 


Disabled Member cccscceseesescecesreccee-vosee 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-5. Distribution of Participating Households by AFDC Status and Geographic Location, 
1993 





All Households Households With AFDC | Households With no AFDC 
Number Percent Number Percent Number 
(000) (000) (000) 


10,791 






Geographic Location Poe 


















8,335 
2,449 
Bese er cscceeecesmeeacerere 7 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-6. Distribution of Participating Single-Mother Households, Their Members, and Benefits 
by Public Assistance Status, 1993 












Food Stamp Participants 








Single-Mother Ee ay ee Food Stamp Benefits to 
Food Stamp Households H 6 Mold Single-Mother Households 
Public Assistance eee 
Number Percent Number Percent Dollars 
(000) (000) (000) 











917,725 100.0 
715,999 78.0 
709,246 UE: 

7,389 0.8 






201,725 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-7. Distribution of Participating Single-Mother Households by AFDC Status and Age of Single Mother, 
1993 


Single-Mother Single-Mother 
Households Households With AFDC Households With no AFDC 
Age of Single Mother* 
Number Percent Number Percent 
nr als 





4 Single mothers are defined as females over age 17 living with children and no other adults. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-8. Distribution of Participating Single-Mother Households by AFDC Status and Age of Youngest Child, 
1993 


Single-Mother Single-Mother 
Households Households With AFDC Households With no AFDC 
Age of Youngest Child 
Number Percent Number Percent Number 
ieee Pee 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-10. Distribution of Participating Households by GA Status and Income as a Percentage of Poverty Guideline, 


All Households Households With GA Households With no GA 


Percent 


1993 


Income as a Percent of Poverty 
Guideline 





~ Not Applicable. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-11. Distribution of Participating Households by GA Status and Household Composition, 1993 
Number Number 


10,791 








Households With no GA 














Household Composition 





















Households With Children ...............- 6,698 66.0 
Single Female Adult 4,247 42.2 
Single Male Adult ................ 230 2.3 
Multiple Adults ................++++ 1,896 18.3 

Married 1,362 13.2 
Ober rr tercees rertnastst ocsccecneatcesosecgenuse 534 =) 
Children Only .........:.sscscsscsssoeeeesoeees 326 S22 

Households With no Children ........... 4,093 34.0 
Single Female Adult ............+::::s:++++: 1,986 17.2 
Single Male Adult sess 1,438 10.9 
Multiple Adults .........-.::-0sssssssessseeees 668 5.9 

Elderly Member .........--s:sssscesesesseseeees 1,676 15.8 






Disabled Member ............+++++ Pasewaencts: 1,151 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-12. Distribution of Participating Households by GA Status and Age of Household Head, 1993 


All Households Households With GA Households With no GA 


Number Percent Number Percent Number 
(000) (000) (000) 















Age of Household Head 
Percent 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table B-13. Distribution of Participating Households by GA Status and Geographic Location, 
1993 










Households With GA Households With no GA 
Percent Number 
(000) 


75 


All Households 
Number Number 
(000) (000) 


Geographic Location 





Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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APPENDIX C 


DETAILED TABLES OF FOOD STAMP HOUSEHOLDS BY STATE 





Table C-1. Distribution of Participating Households by 
State, 1993 






Percent 










Mississippi ............-.. 





Missouriieeecesencee 919} 
IMontaniaeedcsseassses eee 0.3 
Nebraskalrecc-.ceccssceer 0.4 
Nevada eatcscrcsastncrs 0.4 
New Hampshire ....... 0.2 
Ne@widersey sccrccessexvece 2.0 
New Mexico ............. 0.8 
INGWi OFK ees seeresescters 8.7 
North Carolina ......... 23 
North Dakota ............ 0.2 
ONO respect eee 5.0 
Oklahoma's. cc..cs---2<es-0 1.4 
Oregon etevcecsstcoxeseeest 1.1 
Pennsylvania ............ 4.8 
Rhode Island ............ 0.4 
South Carolina ......... (531 
South Dakota ............ 0.2 
MMe@nNessee le ccrereecestite 2.9 
SNOXAS a -ecc.secsssscsuseteces 9.0 
UW fal er caceocssscesercen<vives 0.4 
Vermont fe.scccsssecereress 0.2 
Virgin Islands ........... 0.0 
Virginia feccececcseanserces 2.1 
Washington ............+. 1.8 
West Virginia ........... il 
WISCONSIN .......0.-2-000+ 





4 Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match 
the table total. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table C-2. Average Monthly Values of Selected Characteristics by State, 1993 


Average Monthly Values 
Total Countable | Food Stamp Household 
Income Deduction Resources Benefit Size 
State (Dollars) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Dollars) (Persons) 
ME Ot al eccpeccerscccaseecoses 
Alabama) cecsrcreteccvess=<- 
Alaska ee-ccracsassscccossess 





Tdaho s.0c22s.cccveceasenecass 





Kentucky .................- 


Maine. covcvacvsesescassses 
Maryland ..............0 


Michigan ..........20+0+ 
Minnesota ..........000++++ 
Mississippi .....----+-+++- 
IM SSOUDteerenrescesreecs ese 
Montana: cc.-c-cccrcssenseae 
Nebraska: scccccowseccsceazs 
Nevada #2)ctccceertts 


New Jersey. <<c-sc-c.0.-.:- 


New, YOrksceccssccecstecess 
North Carolina ......... 
North Dakota ............ 


One BO --spoeen nner 
Peansylwasva —......- 
Rhode Island ............ 





VEMMONt Fivccsesesesscesese 
Virgin Islands ........... 
Virginia cceccescrosesveees 
Washington .............. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Certification 
period 


(Months) 


Table C-3. Distribution of Participating Households by Poverty Status and by State, 1993 


Gross Income as a Percentage of the Poverty Guideline 


State Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) 











Minnesota 
Mississippi ... 
IVIAS SOM Ren. -csescresersses- 


Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey ............... 


West Virginia ........... 
WISCONSIN .........0:-000+ 





4 Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match the table total. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table C-4. Distribution of Participating Households by Shelter-Related Characteristics and 


by State, 1993 


Households with Shelter Households at the Shelter Average 
Deduction Cap Monthly 
Shelter 

Number Number Expense 
(000) (000) (Dollars) 


Delaware ......ssccssssees 


Idaho 


Kansas \eccses.ccocteseosess 
Kentucky ecscecasctessss: 
[ouisiana'cs...cecseresees 


Maine ..caceeeees 
Maryland .................. 


Michigan ..........0:02++ 
Minnesotaeccccsssseressere 
Mississippi .....-.-.+--++ 
MiSSOUM cr ccceseceserrrrrss 


INEST, cesar 
New Hampshire ....... 
New Jersey ...........-+- 
New Mexico ........0..++ 
New York?...-cccrerccesers 


North Dakota ............ 


One 8 OD iecer-c-secceenzessse 
Pennsylvania ............ 
Rhode Island ............ 
South Carolina 
South Dakota ............ 


Vermont 
Alpina ccesseerctececse css 
Washington .............. 


West Virginia ........... 
Wisconsin ............2006 


4 Over households with a shelter deduction. 
> Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match the table total. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Average 
Shelter 
Deduction# 


122 
213 
148 
105 
147 
157 
163 
156 
131 
156 
123 
113 
152 
125 
138 
126 
131 
139 
109 
129 
197 
132 
179 
167 
149 
115 
124 
147 
130 
173 
147 
181 
123 
219 
119 
141 
130 
121 
144 
156 
167 
112 
147 
138 
127 
131 
174 

80 
127 
161 
120 
145 





Table C-5. Distribution of Participating Households by Selected Characteristics and by State, 1993 


Households with: 


Elderly Disabled Eamed Income AFDC or GA 


State Number Number Number Percent 
(000) (000) 





Total@ eee eeeeeeeeeeseneserees 46 6 
FALEADGINIR ics crencsveveersstss 19.7 
Alaska See See 67.1 
Arizona ........... 39.7 
Arkansas ......... 23.0 
Califomia 68.6 
Colorado 46.6 
Connecticut : 80.9 
DICIAWAL EC y.5--.<-censesosne d 4 Ff : 48.3 
BstrOl Cols... -ce-cccs=se 55.9 
MARORNGA coecacte eos necearesars 35.5 
NG EON BIG occa cseeseccascecsess 40.3 
MSULANTY Recess of: sea casaace cs 46.9 
IAW o<.0-- deere avn nseres— 53.1 
RELANIO) Meecesceses sosseress sets 20 
RIEINIOUS Peccessesecssstsceesces 54.9 
Indiana ........ 35.0 
TOW A Fatvesnccace 41.7 
Kansas ........ 43.3 
Kentucky 35.2 
Louisiana 31.0 
PUIAST OWE ccs cscs os areseescres j " 36.2 
IVIAT VIAN, cosseceqs7seseses? : ; f ; 55.5 
Massachusetts .......... 60.7 
Michigan ..............0+ 52.8 
Minnesota ...............-. 59.2 
Mississippi .......-.+-+++ : 28.1 
Missouri .............:c000 A : ; P 34.4 
IVIONTANA iccssosccrsssveses ; : : 40.5 
Nebraska. ..........c000000+ 38.9 
ING VACA cesses eceecceresecss 28.9 
New Hampshire 46.1 
New Jersey ............... 60.7 
New Mexico ............. 35.3 
ING Wiel OPK veseccscasvescesos 63.2 
North Carolina 38.1 
North Dakota ............ 28.2 
Cnty. a oe 57.0 
Dabo .2.s.e2cee eos 34.2 
RTO POM ec52cces--020ces0=s0~ 40.0 
Pennsylvania ..........-- SPH 
Rhode Island ............ 61.2 
South Carolina 32.1 
South Dakota 31.8 
Tennessee ...... 27.3 
SOX AS! feeccsecnse<s 24.7 
ct as 37.4 
ETINIONE, csssesceecsesecoees 49.6 
Virgin Islands 30.0 
Virginia ....ss..cseccoeseese 28.7 
Washington ..........+.+- 55.3 

79.5 

58.3 

46.6 


4 Due to rounding, the sum of individual categones may not match the table total. 
~~ No sample data in this category. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table C-6. Distribution of Participating Households by Selected Income Sources and by State, 1993 


Households with: 


a cael Se 
State 










oases tote 809 ’ i : i 5 20.6 

eee or 29.3 

Fr eR aE 22.2 

RS HR 26.2 

Bey Bey Pees 28.4 

aera ects 13.7 

28.8 

8.8 

Dee 

5.8 

svecdetnscaceteestsese 24.9 

21.1 

23 

16.3 

34.9 

125 

29.7 

28.5 

% 25:2 

Kentick Viices-.ceceestseee : ! : q 24.6 
POUIS1aNa sere csesescessese 29.0 
Maine ge cet cnsvie ses : ; ; 20.2 
Maryland ..............-... 3 } i , 12.8 
Massachusetts .......... : 3 ; 3 10.7 
Michigan ...........2+00+ : : F : 16.9 
Minnesota .............004 19.0 
Mississipp! ..... ; s k 30.2 
Missoun ......... 24.3 
Montana 313 
Nebraska 36.3 
Nevada 2233 
New Hampshire 23.2 
ING WHIEISCY ecescscses= =~ : B : 4 8.8 
New Mexico ............5 ‘ ; : . 32.1 
New) York: cecssessssessers : : is : 9.2 
North Carolina ......... 25.3 
North Dakota ............ : : : : 37.9 
Ohio! B5.ckctecceees : : L 16.9 
Oklahoma’ one cto. i ; : 4 23.9 
OTC QOD (eesscovesesccrseesteee é K : : 27.4 
Pennsylvania ............ : F : : 14.2 
Rhode Island eessgeres : : i , 8.5 
28.8 

aqedgserete i y ? : 41.0 

Tennessee : ‘ : 28.1 
Texas 33.2 
tates 2 32.5 
Vermont 4 21.8 
Virgin Islands ........... 1 31.8 
Virginia: co.-.seccecceressse 5 26.1 
Washington .............. 8 iy) 
West Virginia ........... 0 iti eel 
Wisconsin ...........200++ 7 20.3 
Wyoming .............000 0 35.4 


® Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match the table total. 
~ No sample data in this category. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table C-7. Average Monthly Values of Selected Income Sources by State, 1993 











Average Monthly Values# 
State 
| arc | ca | ss seciaseariy | tamed income 
Total ........ 649 
Alabama 646 
Alaska .. 715 
Anzona . 725 
Arkansas 106 
Califomia 566 
Colorado 664 
Connecticut 581 
Delaware 607 
Dist. of Col 652 
Florida ........-.-se++se0e++ 729 
Georgia 597 
(ON eg ee ei 1,131 
AWA eccececreneeseconcsees 833 
Wdahio tex scscctcccuseccsnsesse 717 
MULin ONS fetsscsssctovees asses 600 
UNA aN Soeses coc eeo nso -coses 689 
Towa\s...-- 584 
Kansas ........ 632 
Kentucky 576 
Louisiana 633 
Maine ......... 607 
Maryland 672 
Massachusetts 524 
Michigan 515 
Minnesota 557 
Mississippi 649 
Missoun 667 
Montana 534 
Nebraska .c:.<:cs.-c-sasese 665 
IN@Vada fecccccnscezeosssesees 737 
New Hampshire ....... 681 
New Jersey .........20:.+: 682 
New Mexico ............. 699 
ING wa Y Orksecscs--------e = 659 
North Carolina ......... 642 
North Dakota ............ 669 
Mi treet rewsscecee sesene 655 
Oklahoma ...............++ 694 
(Or pate ey ee 561 
Pennsylvania ............ 599 
Rhode Island ............ 666 
South Carolina ......... 700 
South Dakota ............ 667 
Mlemmessee eec-cco--cn2-2--s 701 
SLOXAS)orccees—-con 691 
Utah ==. 741 
Vermont ..... 589 
Virgin Islands ........... 881 
WAST Wee ered 678 
Washington ...........-. 550 
West Virginia ........... 579 
Wisconsin ............000+ 572 
Wyoming ............02000 591 





4 Average values are over households with income source. 
~ No sample data in this category. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table C-8. Distribution of Participating Households With and Without Expedited Service by 
State, 1993 


Households Without 
Expedited Service 











Percent 












Delaware 93.3 
Dist oft Colhecaccccee 96.7 
Florida: e-.-ceneecs 94.5 
Georgia .........+ 95.9 
Guamincccscotsescoe 94.0 
Pa Walt ccscccce-steexsesczes 96.6 
Wdahoy sas.ccut cece eee: 89.6 
UL iny OF Seseoeccesteeeeeesreee 94.9 
Ini ana eecccressceesressseers 91.6 
JOWAs tstrccsctescccsnctscceces 6 92.7 
Kansasas..cscsssseccevscees 5 92.6 
Kentucky s-ccsetecsereses 8 95.8 
Wowisianasescesenness 17 93.8 
Manne aecccrccsconeceacteres Z 96.2 
Maryland) eecevreestere-s 6 96.3 
Massachusetts .......... 9 95.4 
Mirchi San eeeeeceetarer sere 28 93.3 
Minnesota ....cccess-ces0 4 97.1 
Mississippi .....--+.++0++ 7 96.4 
IMISSOUMecccseatecessncee? aye 77.6 
Montana <ccsscccnseocse-ers 1 96.6 
Nebraska. Acccsssccresscass 1 97.9 
NeVadatacccoscsateseseasss SI 87.0 
New Hampshire ....... 3 89.3 
New Jersey) <asss:.-<<.s0> 6 97.3 
New Mexico ...........- 5 93.6 
INewaYOrktsrccoses-scees 2 99.8 
North Carolina ......... 2 95.3 
North Dakota ............ 0 97.5 
O]iO%teecitesscceseress neers 97.6 
Oklahoma ..... 90.9 
OTE DONE aecrcccortcereseaers 98.4 
Pennsylvania 94.4 
Rhode Island 99.5 
South Carolina ......... 97.9 
South Dakota ............ 94.4 
TONnn SSC ecccschexscessese ; 95.4 
Texas 90.8 
Wrali eer teeecteees 90.5 
NVermont Zecceeecscoe 96.4 
Virgin Islands ........... 95.6 
Warginia yrerccccrsrencesesees 92.5 
Washington .............. 96.0 
West Virginia ........... 96.6 


WASCONSIN ccsescscesctesss 


@ Due to rounding, the sum of individual categories may not match the table total. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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eis C-9. Distribution of Participating Households by Race/Ethnic Origin of Household Head and by State, 


Race/Ethnic Origin of Household Head 
Other 
State Number Percent Number Number Number Percent 
(000) (000) (000) (000) 


























Total ...... 8.62 
Alabama 0.73 
Alaska eas 46.40 
aaa Tensvsescvevouks cance 17.76 
ON SASK cncscscstescsss 

alitomiaere tr: nay 
ee ceevevccccesccces 3 DIS 
seeecececccece 3 ohpH. 
0 1.65 
0 0.93 

33 5.44 . 
5 1.64 
4 98.53 
1 30 68.31 
3 1 4.42 
8 11 2.29 
5 63 34.43 
1 2. 2d 
5 4 4.92 
0 2 5.92 
MUON STANA eteccsyecsevessses 2 3 1.10 
Main Garces cccetccetesseies 0 17-37 
Maryland ceccrecseeesar-e: 2 8.73 
Massachusetts 35 10.31 
IMACHI pane csseccrcsveeceess 13 3:91 
Minnesota -scsccssssccss-es 5 15.21 
IMESSISSIPPI jess csssttcese se 0 3 1.29 
IMG SSOUPI steerceeserereeaces 2 3 jE} 
Montana’ iececccctacensecss 1 6 21.54 
Nebraska aecsrsccccec 2 4 8.29 
INGVadal ccccceastersss 4 Z 4.36 
New Hampshire ....... 0 9 33.78 
ING Wi JEISCY) csccesteese sees 45 9 3.97 
New Mexico ............: 52 11 13.04 
ING WRY OF eo eear ean. 261 87 9.25 
North Carolina ......... 2 8 Sul) 
North Dakota ............ 0 4 20.18 
(0) NS Aare 7 9 1.74 
Oklahomaierceec cree 3 16 11.29 
OPE BON iar sscecsesncescoese 9 12 9.64 
Pennsylvania ............ 31 8 1.55 
Rhode Island ............ 5 5) 12.12 
South Carolina ......... 0 0 0.18 
South Dakota ............ 0 7 35.03 
PLCTINESSCOM cccsesecscececs 1 10 3.17 
KN OKAS Te seceerscee nse 441 23 2.35 
tal eccscecs tes cosceceevovars 6 4 9.17 
Vermont scree tectersece 0 1 4.46 
Virgin Islands ........... ] y 61.84 
Virginiapescoe ne 5 14 6.09 
Washington .............. 15 33 17.06 
West Virginia ........... 0 6 4.46 
IW 1SCONSIM ceseeereceseesees 7 1] 8.87 
Wyoming eerseveestcrsts ce 1 1 9.50 





4 Other includes Asian, American Indian and Unknown. 


b Due to rounding, the sum of individual categones may not match the table total. 
~ No sample data in this category. 


Source: 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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APPENDIX D 


POVERTY INCOME GUIDELINES FOR 1993 











Table D. Poverty Income Guidelines for 1993° 












United States, 
Guam, and the 
Virgin Islands 





Household Size 














ik $7,830 
2 10,570 
3 13,310 
4 16,050 
5 18,790 
6 21,530 
7 24,270 
8 27,010 
Each Additional Member +2,740 





®These poverty guidelines are established by the Department of Health and Human Services 
and are used for administrative purposes such as determining eligibility for the FSP. These 
guidelines reflect changes in the CPI-U through calendar year 1992. The Bureau of the Census 
establishes different poverty thresholds which are used primarily for statistical purposes. 


Source: 57 Federal Register 31, February 14, 1992. 
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APPENDIX E 


FSP MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROSS AND NET MONTHLY 
INCOME ELIGIBILITY STANDARDS 
IN SUMMER 1993 


Table E-1. FSP Maximum Allowable Gross Monthly Income Eligibility 
Standards in Summer 1993? 







Continental 
United States, 
Guam, and the 
Virgin Islands 








Household Size Hawaii 






8 


Each Additional Member 





®The FSP gross income standards are in effect from October 1, 1992 - September 30, 
1993. 


Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
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Table E-2. FSP Maximum Allowable Net Monthly Income Eligibility 
Standards in Summer 1993 


Continental 
United States, 
Guam, and the 
Household Size Virgin Islands Hawaii 

1 $653 
2 881 
3 1,110 
4 1,338 
5 1,566 
6 1,795 
7 2,023 
8 2,251 
Each Additional Member +229 





*The FSP net income standards are equal to the Department of Health and Human 
Services poverty income guidelines (appendix D) divided by 12, rounded up to the nearest 
dollar. These standards are in effect from October 1, 1992 - September 30, 1993. 


Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
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APPENDIX F 


VALUE OF STANDARD, MAXIMUM DEPENDENT-CARE, 
AND EXCESS SHELTER EXPENSE DEDUCTIONS IN THE 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES AND 
OUTLYING AREAS IN SUMMER 1993 





yi 





Appendix F. Value of Standard, Maximum Dependent-Care, and Excess Shelter Expense 
Deductions in the Continental United States and Outlying Areas in Summer 1993° 


Maximum 
Dependent Excess 
Standard Care Shelter® 





*These standards are in effect from October 1, 1992 - September 30, 1993. 
>The dependent-care deduction limit is $160 per dependent. 


“Limit on excess shelter expense deduction for households with no member age 60 or 
more and no disabled member. 


Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
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APPENDIX G 


VALUE OF MAXIMUM FOOD STAMP BENEFIT IN 
THE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES AND 
OUTLYING AREAS IN SUMMER 1993 








Table G. Value of Maximum Food Stamp Benefit in the Continental United States and Outlying Areas in 
Summer 1993*” 







Household 
Size 


Continental Alaska Alaska Alaska 
WES: Urban Rural I Rural II Guam 








$143 
262 
375 
476 
566 
679 
750 
858 


Each Additional 
Member 





®The maximum benefit values are effective from October 1, 1992 to September 30, 1993 and are based on 103 
percent of the cost of the Thrifty Food Plan in the preceding June for a reference family of four, rounded to the lowest 
dollar increment. These values did not change for the Continental U.S., Guam, and the Virgin Islands between fiscal 
year 1992 and fiscal year 1993. 


>Due to the unusual nature of Alaskan terrain and climate, areas outside major urban centers are less accessible 
to food distributors. Therefore, the value of the maximum benefit accounts for this added expense by splitting the 
Thrifty Food Plan into separate components: Rural I, Rural II, and Urban. 


Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
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APPENDIX H 


SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES 





The Sample 


The estimates in this report are derived from a sample of households selected for review as part of 
the Integrated Quality Control System (IQCS). This system is an ongoing review of food stamp 
household circumstances designed to determine (1) if households are eligible to participate or are 
receiving the correct benefit amount and (2) if household participation is correctly denied or 
terminated. The IQCS is based on a national probability sample of approximately 60,000 participating 
food stamp households, and on a somewhat smaller number of denials and terminations. The national 
sample of participating households collected in the IQCS is stratified by the 50 States, the District 
of Columbia, Guam, and the Virgin Islands. Annual required State samples range from a minimum 
of 300 to 2,400 reviews, depending on the size of the State’s caseload. State agencies select an 
cavepeadent sample each month that is generally proportional to the size of the monthly participating 
caseload. 


The estimates presented in appendix A of this report are derived from the summer 1993 food stamp 
IQCS sample of participating households. To ensure an adequate sample size, both July and August 
samples comprise the data for summer 1993. The estimates presented in appendixes B and C of this 
report are derived from the samples for all months of the fiscal year 1993 food stamp IQCS sample 
of participating households. 


Target Universe 


The target universe of this study included all participating households (active cases) subject to quality 
control review in the 50 States, the District of Columbia, Guam, and the Virgin Islands.” 


While almost all participating food stamp households are included in the target universe, certain types 
not amenable to review are not included. Specifically, the universe includes all households receiving 
food stamps during a review period except those in which the participants (1) died or moved outside 
the State; (2) received benefits by a disaster certification authorized by FCS; (3) were under 
investigation for FSP fraud (including those with pending fraud hearings) and/or were appealing a 
notice of adverse action when the review date fell within the time period covered by continued 
participation pending a hearing; or (4) received restored benefits in accordance with the State 
manual, but who were otherwise ineligible. The sampling unit within the universe each month is the 
active food stamp household as specified in FCS regulations. 


Weighting 


The estimates for summer 1993 in this report are based on a sample of 9,504 valid observations, and 
the estimates for fiscal year 1993 are based on a sample of 56,822 valid observations. The sample 
records have been weighted based on the number of households participating in the food stamp 


1Several States have integrated the Food Stamp, AFDC, and Medicaid QC sample selection and 
review process. In these States, monthly sample sizes are not necessarily proportional to monthly 
caseload sizes. 


*Participating households in Guam and the Virgin Islands are included in the target universe for 
the first time this year. Prior to fiscal year 1993 our universe excluded households in those areas. 
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program in each month in fiscal year 1993, as reported to FCS*. Thus, when the sample is weighted 
it contains the total number of households that actually participated in the Food Stamp Program over 
any given time period. A separate person-level weight is not created, however. Therefore, although 
the number of households in the weighted sample is equal to the number of households found in 
program operations data provided by FCS, the number of participants in the sample is not exactly 
equal to the number in program data. Specifically, when the average size of the households in the 
sample is larger than the average size of the households in the entire food stamp caseload, as was the 
case in both summer and fiscal year 1993, the number of participants is overstated. 


Comparison to Participation Data 


The following data present a comparison of the quality control sample-based estimates to aggregate 
program participation data for summer 1993 and fiscal year 1993: 





Summer 1993 Fiscal Year 1993 
Average Monthly Value Program Data IQCS Sample Program Data IQCS Sample 


a 


Number of households 10,909,759 10,909,759 10,791,076 10,791,076 
Number of participants 27,250,897 28,183,239 26,982,966 27,594,907 
Value of benefits $1,841,943,636  $1,849,813,625 $1,834,762,035 $1,834,117,243 
Average household size 2.50 2.58 2.50 2.56 
Average bonus per person $67.59 $65.64 $68.00 $66.47 





Income Decision Rule 


Several household-level income and deduction variables are both reported and can be calculated by 
summing across reported person-level variables. Gross income is the key variable, since the earned 
income and excess shelter expense deductions and net income depend on gross income, and benefit 
levels depend on net income. The data on which this report is based were edited to achieve internal 
consistency. The mean values for selected variables broken out by their reported and calculated 
values are presented in appendix table H-1 for summer 1993 and in appendix table H-2 for fiscal year 
1993: 


Completion Rates 


Failure to complete reviews for all cases subject to review can bias the sample results if the 
characteristics of unreviewed households are significantly different from those of reviewed households. 
While there are no direct measures of such differences, the ratio of complete reviews to total sample 
cases selected for review provides an indication of the magnitude of any potential bias. The expected 
number of cases subject to review in the two-month summer sample is based on one-sixth of all cases 
reported as subject to review during the twelve-month fiscal year (October 1992 - September 1993). 


Case record sample weights of States that had disproportionately stratified quality control sample 
designs were adjusted to reflect the stratification. 
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However, since summer caseloads are smaller than caseloads during other times of the year, this 
approach results in a slight overestimation of the total expected number, and thus in a slight 
underestimation of the completion rate for the summer 1993 sample. The number of cases subject 
to review, the number of valid observations, and the estimated completion rates for summer 1993 and 
fiscal year 1993 are as follows: 


IQCS Sample 
Summer 1993 Fiscal Year 1993 
Number of cases subject to review 10,539 63,040 
Number of cases completed 9,512 56,881 
Estimated completion rate 90.3% 90.2% 
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Table H-1. Comparison of Calculated and Reported Values for Selected Variables of Participating Households, 
Summer 1993 









Households With: 


All 
Househols Eider 


Variable 



















Average Gross Income (Dollars) 


Caloulated i.e orien cients ereke eis ier 642 

Reported .......2.0seeeeceees 642 
Average Net Income (Dollars) 

Calculated fo. a. oe etete <i cicte se) => 414 

Reportéd .....--22s eee eceees 399 
Average Total Deduction (Dollars) 

Calculate diierseia. ce rete stele st nelene 235 

Reported .......-.eseeeeeeeee 235 
Average Food Stamp Benefit (Dollars) 

Calculated Mryette ete eet 114 

Reported ......--..-2se2eeees 118 
Percent With Zero Gross Income 

Calculated Maracicts 2 2cl-)s eter peter 0.0 

Reported . 25502-6050 - ss essee 0.0 
Percent With Zero Net Income 

Calculated Me -te1-)eis leet viene er Ja 

6.5 


Percent With Minimum Benefit 
Calculated (air. cece creer eletemet cs 


eee eee ewer eee ee eee eee 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 


126 


Table H-2. Comparison of Calculated and Reported Values for Selected Variables of Participating Households, 
Fiscal Year 1993 









Households With: 


All 
Howsehoi Fir 









Variable Disabled 

























Average Gross Income (Dollars) 
ROMIGHINLCG Dy cee cs ke ose ses ses 


BREVOTLCUE cele ve wees Bia 0015.0) 61014 0 623 
Average Net Income (Dollars) 

CIC HIGtOC Miers swe ses oo cos 6 383 

ROEM Cee ine wis aie ie) mnie sistas es ne 367 
Average Total Deduction (Dollars) 

ALAR ENT Se cache eRe eon ce aCe ate 248 

ROTI CECE Met oretets cite! nics as. si siss = she 248 
Average Food Stamp Benefit (Dollars) 

CALINETEGL ogo b taco Gaioo 6016 bike 112 

Sioa hele bec AA ie eens 115 
Percent With Zero Gross Income 

Real Cul ated gears etere'- eyeitel ci sitsiee Fe" sis > 0.0 

BRCUIOLECU Mtaislaleisic sisters eis sis so se 0.0 
Percent With Zero Net Income 

ROMP UI EAGLE atetallal pie eta 7n ain Se) s\n -66 6.4 

PREDENTEC Marierats x's «012 > siete e570 rim 08 TES 


Percent With Minimum Benefit 
N@alCuL ater eee os ier ho letoveic C.cielc eis 


ee ey 





Source: Full Year 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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APPENDIX I 


SAMPLING ERROR OF ESTIMATES 





Sampling Error 


The estimates of the characteristics of food stamp households contained in this report are based on 
a sample of households. The summer 1993 estimates are based on a summer sample (an average 
of July and August). Since the estimates are based on a sample, they are subject to statistical 
sampling error. 


One important indicator of the magnitude of the possible sampling error associated with a given 
estimate is its standard error. Standard errors measure the variation in estimated values that would 
be observed if multiple replications of the sample were drawn. The magnitude of the standard errors 
depends on (1) the degree of variation in the variable within the overall population from which the 
sample has been drawn; (2) the design of the sample, including such issues as stratification and 
sampling probabilities; and (3) the size of the sample on which the estimate is based. 


In this appendix, we present estimates of the standard errors associated with key variables for the 


statistics, and we outline methods for estimating the standard errors of other statistics for which 
standard errors have not been directly calculated. 


Standard Errors and Confidence Intervals 
The estimates presented in appendix A are based on the summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control 


sample. For these estimates, the standard error of estimates of proportions, s,, based on simple 
random samples is given by the formula: 


(1) s, = ypQ-p)(n-1) , 


where p is the sample estimate of the proportion and n is the sample size. 


The standard error of estimated numbers of households, s,, based on simple random samples is 
given by the following formula: 


(2) sy = N yp(-p)(n-1) , 


where N is the number of households in the population. 


These formulas for the standard errors of the estimates based on simple random samples do not 
necessarily provide an accurate estimate for more complex stratified samples such as the stratified 
sample design used for this study. In this appendix, estimates produced by the formulas above are 
referred to as "naive standard errors”. More accurate standard errors are provided for key estimates 
by directly calculating their standard errors through a replicate method as discussed below.! 





I¢tandard errors have been estimated using the replicate sample method described in Leslie Kish, 
Survey Sampling, 1965, pp. 127-128. Under the replicate sample method, the sample is divided into 
random subsamples, and the variance of the mean of any given variable in the full sample is based 
on the variance of the means for that variable across the subsamples. In implementing this 
approach, the samples used in the estimation work were divided into 40 replicate subsamples. 
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Standard errors can be used to construct confidence intervals for estimated variables. A confidence 
interval is a range of values that will contain the true value of an estimated characteristic with a 
known probability. For instance, a 95-percent confidence interval extends approximately two 
standard errors above and below the estimated value for a characteristic, and 95 percent of all 
confidence intervals will contain the true value. 


The following discussion presents estimated standard errors for a selected set of key estimates using 
the replication method. It then presents a simple method for approximating standard errors of 
estimated numbers of households and percentages for the national caseload when individual standard 
errors have not been estimated. 


Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of Households 


The standard errors for selected estimates of food stamp households in summer 1993 are shown in 
table I-1. These standard errors can be used to compute the 95-percent confidence interval for the 
estimated number of households with a particular characteristic. For example, the estimate in table 
I-1 of the number of elderly households with zero net income has a standard error of 21,000, and 
therefore, the 95-percent confidence interval extends from 125,000 to 209,000, around the point 
estimate of 167,000.2 With such a confidence interval, 95 percent of all intervals constructed in this 
fashion will contain the true value of the variable. 


For standard errors not shown in table I-1, the approximate standard error, S,, of an estimated 
number of households for summer 1993 can be obtained by the use of the formula: 


(3) Sp = Sy x dxf, 


where sy is the naive standard error from either equation (2) above or from table 1-2, d is the 
average design effect of 1.8, and f is an adjustment factor from table I-S that potentially can improve 
the approximation by partially accounting for the variation in design effects across subgroups of the 
sample.? The average design effect is the average increase in the size of the standard error 
estimated by the replicate method over that of the naive standard error appropriate for a simple 
random sample. Use of the adjustment factor f will generally improve the approximation when the 
base of the estimated percentage or number and the characteristic used in defining the percentage 
or total are quite similar to the bases and characteristics shown in table I-5. In other cases, f should 
be ignored by setting it to 1.0.4 


Calculated by rounding to the nearest thousand; (167 - (2 x 21)) = 125 and (167 + (2x 21)) 
= 209. 


3The average design effect reflects the loss of precision resulting from the existence of different 
sampling rates in different strata of the IQCS sample. It is the ratio of the average standard error 
computed by the replication method to the average naive standard error across all cells of table I-5. 


“Table I-5 presents the adjustment factors for various categories of households defined by 
household composition and income receipt. For each household category, the adjustment factor "f" 
is the ratio of the design effects for the sample of that category of households to the design effects 
for the entire sample. 
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For example, to obtain the approximate standard error of the number of households containing an 
elderly person with zero net income, the first step is to obtain the size of the estimate. As shown 
in appendix table A-20, 166,000 elderly households have zero net income. The next step is to obtain 
the naive standard error from either equation (2) or less accurately from table I-2. Using equation 
(2), the value is 13,200 households. Multiplying 13.2 times the design factor d of 1.8 produces the 
first approximation of 23.76. In this case, the same base for the number of households (i.e., with 
elderly) and the same characteristic (i.e., zero net income) are defined in table I-5. Consequently, 
using the f factor from table I-5 should improve the approximation. Multiplying the first 
approximation of 23.76 times the adjustment factor of 1.174 from table I-5 produces a second 
approximation of 27.89. In this case, the approximation can be compared with the specific standard 
error estimate from table I-1, 20,970. The second approximation happened to be overestimated in 
this case, but is closer than the naive standard error of 13.2 thousand (the naive standard error does 
not account for sample design effects). However, it is not an improvement over the estimate based 
only on the average design effect (23.76). 


Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages 


The standard errors for selected estimated percentages of food stamp households in summer 1993 
are shown in table I-3. As discussed above, these standard errors can be used to compute the 95- 
percent interval for the estimated percentage. For example, the estimate in table A-20 of the 
percentage of households with children with zero gross income (4.4 percent) has a standard error 
of .39 (table I-3), and therefore, the 95-percent confidence interval extends from 3.6 percent to 5.2 
percent--around the point estimate of 4.4 percent.® 


For estimated percentages in summer 1993 not shown in table I-3, the approximate standard error, 
Sp, can be obtained by the use of the formula: 


(4) S,=spxdxf 


where Sp is the naive standard error from equation (1) above or less accurately from table I-4, d is 
the average design effect of 1.8, and f is an adjustment factor from table I-5 to improve the 
approximation as discussed above. 


For example, to obtain an approximate estimate of the standard error for the percentage of 
households with children that have zero net income, the first step is to obtain the estimated 
percentage and the size of the base for the estimated percentage. From appendix table A-1, we see 
that 6,769,000 households have children. As shown in appendix table A-20, 16.0 percent of 


5Calculated as: 


1,737 x y((166/1,737) x (1 - (166/1,737))/1,492) = 13.2, 


where 1,737 is the estimated number of elderly households, 166 is the estimated number of 
households with elderly with zero net income, and 1,492 is the sample size of elderly households. 
Table I-4 is accurate only for the full sample size of all food stamp households. 


6Calculated by rounding to the nearest tenth of a percent as: (4.4 - (2x .39)) = 3.6, and (4.4 
+ (2x .39)) = 5.2. 
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households with children have zero net income. The next step is to obtain the naive standard error 
from equation (1). Using equation (1), the square root of (.160 x .840)/(5,994-1) = .474 percent. 
Multiplying the naive standard error of .474 times the average design factor of 1.8 times the specific 
adjustment factor of .919 from table I-5 produces an adjusted approximation of .784. In this case, 
the approximation can be compared with the specific standard error estimate from table 1-3, 585. 


Standard Errors of Estimated Means 


The standard errors for selected estimated means in summer 1993 are provided in table I-6. These 
standard errors can be used to compute a 95-percent confidence interval. For example, the standard 
error for average gross income for all food stamp households in summer 1993 as shown in table I-6 
is 4.49, and its mean is $501. Therefore, a 95-percent confidence interval extends between 
approximately $492 and $510.’ 


Generalized approximation methods such as those used above work well for standard errors of 
estimated numbers and percentages, since the standard errors depend only on the sample size, the 
estimated proportion, and the design effects. Generalized methods are less appropriate for standard 
errors of means, since the standard error depends on the variance as well as the sample size and 
design effects. However, a rough approximation of the likely magnitude of standard errors of means 
not included in table I-6 can be obtained from table I-7, which shows the standard error as a percent 
of the mean value for all food stamp households and successively smaller subsets of households. In 
this table, the approximate standard errors as a percent of the mean value are shown as the average 
across the 12 variables from table I-6. The lowest and highest values across the 12 variables for each 
subset of households are also shown to give an indication of the quality of the approximation 
provided by the standard error expressed as a percent of the mean value. These standard errors 
include the design effects as they were estimated using a replication method. 


7Rounding to the nearest dollar, (501 - (2 x 4.49)) = 492 and (501 + (2 x 4.49)) = 510. 
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Table I-2. Naive Estimate Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of Food 
Stamp Households (Thousands), Summer 1993 





Naive Estimate of 
Size of Estimate Standard Error® 


* Applicable when the base of the estimated number is all 
food stamp households. 


Naive standard error = N yp(1-p)/(n-1) , 


where: N = the number of FSP households (10,910 thousand) 
p = the size of the estimate divided by N 
n = the size of sample (9,504) 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table I-4. Naive Estimate of Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Food Stamp 
Households, Summer 1993? 


Estimated Percentage 


Base of Est. 
Percentage 





“Applicable when the base of the estimated number is all food stamp 
households. 


Naive standard error = jp(1-p)/n , where p equals estimated percentage divided 
by 100, and n is the sample size of 9,504 for all food stamp households. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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Table I-7. Range of Standard Errors of Mean Amounts Expressed as a Percentage of the 
Mean Amount’, Summer 1993 











Standard Error as 


Percent of Mean Amount 
Number of Households 


in Base of Mean 


10,910 (All FSP Households) ..... 
8.35 
8.14 


6,775 (Households With Children) . 
2,270 (Households With Earnings) . 
1,183 (Households With Disabled) . 


*Standard errors were from table I-6 and mean amounts from applicable text tables. 


bAverage standard error across all 12 variables in table I-6 expressed as a percent of the mean 
amount. 


“Lowest of the standard errors across all 12 variables in table I-6 expressed as a percent of the 
mean amount. 


Highest of the standard errors across all 12 variables in table I-6 expressed as a percent of the 
mean amount. 


Source: Summer 1993 Food Stamp Quality Control sample. 
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APPENDIX K 


PREVIOUS REPORTS IN THIS SERIES 








Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1992. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1994. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1991. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1993. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1990. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1992. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1989. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1991. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1988. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1990. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Winter 1988. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1990. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1987. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1990. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1986. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1988. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, Summer 1985. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1987. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, August 1984. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, February 1983. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, August 1982. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, August 1981. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Analysis and Evaluation; 1984. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, August 1980. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Office of Policy, Planning, and Evaluation; 1981. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, November 1979. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food 
and Nutrition Service, Office of Policy, Planning, and Evaluation; 1981. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, February 1978. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food and 
Nutrition Service; 1980. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, September 1976. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food 
and Nutrition Service; 1977. 


Characteristics of Food Stamp Households, September 1975. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Food 
and Nutrition Service; 1976. 
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